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CHAPTER I 



INTRODUCTION 

T^.iis chapter contains the Purpose of the Study, Background 
Information and Statement of the Problem, Significance of the Study, 
and Definition of Terms <, 

Purpose of the Study 
Tlie overall purpose of this study was to explore and compare the 
perception of county commissioners from Florida's most rural and most 
urban counties concerning the relative importance of selected content 
and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs. More specifi- 
cally, the objectives of the study were: 

1. To identify and compare selected personal and social characteris- 
tics of county commissioners from Florida's fifteen most rural 
and fifteen most urban counties; 

2, To determine the relative importance attributed to selected con- 
tent and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs by 
the county commissioners from tl^e fifteen most rural and fifteen 
most urban counties; and^ 

3o To determine the association between personal and social char- 
acteristics of county commissioners from the fifteen most rural 
and fifteen most urban counties and the r*elative importance at- 
tributed to selected content and clientele of Cooperative 
Extension Service programs. 
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Background Information and Statenient of Problc.i 

1 

On July '2, 1862, President Abraham Lincoln signed into lav; l:\ie 
so-called Land-Grant Act v;hlch had been offered by U, S, ReprCvSeivEat Ive 
Justin Smith Morrill of Vermonto This legislation, commonly referred to 
as the Morrill Act, granted to each state 30,000 acres of public land 
for each U, S, Senator and Representative under apportionment based on 
the 1860 census. Proceeds from the sale of these lands were to be in- 
vested in a perpetual endowient fund which would provide support for 
colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in each of the states. In 
1890, Congress, through the second Morrill Act, appropriated up to 
$25, COO per state for a ten-year period to further finance the Land- 
Grant colleges. The Nelson Amendment of 1908 provided further funding 
for these colleges. 

The establishment of Florida Agricultural College at Lake City 
in 1884 under the Morrill Act, marked the beginning of what ultimately 
became the College of Agriculture of the University of Florida., 

The Hatch Act of 1887, to which the Florida Legislature gave as- 
sent in 1887, provided for the establishment of an agricultural experi- 
ment station at each of the Land-Grant colleges of the several states. 
Several later acts including the Adams (1906), the Purnell (1925), and 
the Bankhead-Jones (1935) Acts provided for expanded appropriations to 
the state experiment stations □ By Congressional action in 1955, all of 
these acts were combined by amending the Hatch Act, Currently, the 
state agricultural experiment stations' activities under the Hatch Act 
are administered by the U, S, Secretary of Agriculture, through the 
State Cooperative Research Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, ' 
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The Florida Agricultural Experiment Station x^jas established in 
1888 as a part of the Florida Agricultural College at Lake City* In 
1905, the passage of the Buclanan Act, Chapter 5384, Laws of Florida, 
formally established the University of. Florida as the combined Statt^^ 
University and Land-Grant College, which the Board of Control and the 
State Board of Education voted to locate in Gainesville <^ The Buckman 
Act specifically provided for a "department^' of agriculture for the 
University. Both Federal and State law, therefore, prescribes that the 
Agricultural Experiment Station shall be a unit of the Land-Grant 
College. 

In 1914, the third functional arm of the Land-Grant College con- 
cept was provided x-jith the passage of the Smith-Lever Act<. This Act es- 
tablished the Cooperative Extension Service and specified it would be 
associated xvith the various Land-Grant Colleges th. jughout the Nation. 
(1971, Policies and Procedures Manual, Section 1100) 

Section I of the Act, as amended, states: 

In order to aid in diffusing among the people of the United States 
useful and practical information on subjects relating to agriculture 
and home economics, and to encourage the application of the same, 
there may be continued or inaugurated in connection with the college 
or colleges in each State . » . agricultural extension work which 
shall be carried on in cooperation with the United States Department 
of Agriculture o 

The Smith-Lever Act, therefore, provided a means by which prac- 
tical information could be taken from the Land-Grant Colleges and the 
Department of Agriculture to the people in their local environment. 

Furthermore, provisions of the Act stipulated that Federal 
funds must be matched from local sources. Over a period of years, these 
funds have been supplied by both state and county government, providing 
a three-way partnership unique in educational annals <> 
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Legislation assenting to the Smith-Lever Act was passed by the 
Florida Legislature in 1915 (Chapter 241ol83 Lav/s of Florida). This 
legislation authorized the Board of Control to receive and administer 
the Federal grant establishing and supporting Cooperative Extension in 
Florida, A Memorandum of Understanding between the United States 
Department of Agriculture and the University of Florida has become the 
legally binding document as prescribed in the basic legislation. The 
Memorandum is renev/ed from time to time as deemed necessary to update 
procedures and reemphasize role and responsibility. The document now in 
force was executed in January, 1955. Several Acts subsequent to the 
Smith-Lever Act, including the Capper-Kethcham Act (1928), the . Bankhead- 
Jones Act (1935), the Norris-Doxey Act (1937), Act of 1939, the 
Department of Agriculture Organic Act (1944), and the Bankhead-Flannagan 
Act (1945), all expanded the appropriations for and /or the role and 
scope of cooperative extension v;ork in agriculture and home economics,, 
In 1955, the amenditient to the Smith-Lever Act included the provisions 
of acts passed subsequent to the basic Smith-Lever Act and provided for 
appropriations on a continuing basis. In addition, the Agricultu-. ai 
Marketing Act (1946) provided funds for extension v/ork aimed at solving 
problems within the total food and fiber marketing system (1971, Policies 
and Procedures Manual, Sectian 1100) . 

Although Florida counties have been involved in the financial 
support of cooperative extension x^^ork through the years, it was not un- 
til 1972 that the Florida Legislature passed enabling legislation offi- 
cially providing for county participation in the Cooperative Extension 
Serviceo Dowell (1970, pp. 12-13) states tliat although the original 
legislation did not specifically define the role of local people, the 
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primary recipients of Extension services, they v7ere, nevertheless, ex- 
pected to share in the funding of the work, lie points out that through- 
out the half century of the organization, Extension work has maintained 
a strong identity with the county as the local unit of government. 
Soule (1952, p. 113) coinmented, ''If the county provides the funds, the 
local interest and support will be much stronger than if operating funds 
are regarded as an appropriation out of general revenue," He farther 
suggests that with the county as a unit, the vjork of the Extension divi- 
sion should be promoted in harmony with the local government and with 
the support of the county officials who are elected by the people and 
who will control the appropriation of the county funds needed for the 
work. 

The Cooperative Extension Service has grown through the years 
as a partnership of local people, the state Land-Grant universities, the 
U. S. Department of Agriculture, and the county governments. All share 
in planning and financing Extension programs a Tlie Ccoperative Extension 
Service is, therefore, a unique achievement in American edtication --an 
agency for change-- a catalyst for individual and group action. Its 
formal job is informal education to help people help themselves « It 
transmits practical information on many subjects from research centers 
and the universities to the public. It presents unbiased facts to help 
people identify problems and use new technology in solving them — to 
help them make their own decisions and organize to act on those deci- 
sions (1968, A People and A Spirit , Cond.,. Cover). 

The Cooperative Extension Service has been referred to as "the 
informal educational arm of both the Department of Agriculture and the 
respective state Land-G^rant colleges and universities" (1958, The 
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Cooperative Extension Service Today- -A Statement on Scope and 
Responsibility) . It has been described by Knowles (1960, p, 16) as "the 
largest single adult education organization ever created." Shannon and 
Schoenfeld (1965, p. 200) describe the Extension Service as "one of the 
oldest 5 probably the largest, certainly the most fully developed and per- 
haps the most effect7lve adult education activity in the United States." 

A glowing history of accomplishment and success does not neces- 
sarily insure the future of the Cooperative Extension Service. The suc- 
cess and future of any public agency is largel^^ dependent upon the image 
it creates in the minds of the public and the governing bodies on v^hich 
it depends for support (1963, Blalock, p. 2). With heavy demands for 
public funds increasing at a rapid rate, the importance of a favorable 
image becomes more and more critical. Bell (1960, p. 140) clearly put 
this point in perspective: 

Tax supported institutions are constantly involved in competition 
for the tax dollar. Success in this competition depends upon the 
public image of the institution and its program as well as upon the 
image held by the members of the legislative bodies. 

According to administrative records 33.6 percent of the finan- 
cial support for Florida Cooperative Extension work was derived from 
county sources in 1970-71. The image of Extension programs as per- 
ceived by county commissioners is, therefore, very important, not only 
iv> relation to total financial support, but also because of the effect 
many of their actions may have on administrative behavior. 

Three major factors serve as cause for the Florida Cooperative 
Extension Service to be concerned about county commissioners^ perceptions 
of Extension Service programs. Population growth, for example, in most 
of Florida's counties lends support to initiating new public agencies 
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and expanding existing ones to provide sei^vices sought by the public. 
Thus, county commiss ioners are constantly subjected to pressures from 
public agencies for additional financial support. These pressures de- 
mand that the county commissioners continuously evaluate agency programs 
for relevance and contributions to society. It is important to the 
Extension Service, therefore, to determine to v;hat extent the programs 
being conducted by the Extension Service are perceived by county com- 
missioners as being worthy. 

In keeping with a basic principle of adult education, county 
Extension agents involve the recipients of Extension programs in the 
planning of programs through advisory committees. Even so, county 
Extension programs are conducted within the framework of state and na- 
tional priorities. As county commissioners provide a substantial part 
of the funds for organizational operations of the Extension Service, and 
as their participation is entirely voluntary it is considered impprtant 
by the Txtension Service to determine the extent to which they perceive 
the state and national priorities to be compatible with county priori- 
ties. 

Social change has brought about change in Cooperative Extension 
philosophy, hence in Extension programs. Historically, for example. 
Extension work has been oriented primarily toward farm and rural non- 
farm people. Between 1964 and 1969, however, the number of farms in 
Florida decreased 12.2 percent (1969, Census of Agriculture-Florida, p, 
1) . Between 1960 and 1970 the rural population of the state decreased 
6.6 percent while the urban population increased by this amount (1970, 
U. S. Census of Population). Even the Florida Legislature changed, A 
federal court order resulted in the reapportionment of the Florida 
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Legislature prior to the 1967 legislative session which, in turn, re- 
sulted in a change froma previously rural-oriented legislature to that 
with an urban orientation. 

,In response to social-change Extension philosophy also changed 
to more fully embrace the concept of. Extension's programs serving the 
total population. In fact, effective in 1970, the name of the Extension 
Service was changed from the Florida Agricultural Extension Service to 
the Florida Cooperative Extensi(ni Service. 

The changes in Extension philosophy and programs have been met 
with both favor and disfavor among the general public. Some members of 
Extension's traditional clientele have expressed very strong resentment 
about deleting the word "Agricultural" from Extension's nane; some per- 
sons have expressed resentment concerning the consequences (relating to 
Extension programs) of urban control of the Florida Legislature; .and, 
Florida Farm Bureau, knora as the "Voice of Agriculture," passed a res- 
olution in 1971 calling for the Extension Service to get back to the 
business of serving farmers. An editorial in The Progressive Farme r 
(1972, p, 90) analyzes the situation: 

The time has come to take a close, hard look at the Extension 
Service of our land grant colleges. Wliat should be its future role? 
Should it continue to extend its activities into urban areas? And 
if so, how can this be done without crippling its service to agri- 
culture? 

As the Extension Service extends its activities into the urban field, 
farm people are beginning to wonder if it will eventually be taken 
over by the cities to the decided disadvantage of agriculture. 

While Extension's firs.t responsibility is to agriculture, it may be 
difficult for farm people to establish a claim to all its services. 
There is no sound reason why a land grant college shouldn't use the 
Extension method in serving other areas of our society. But agri- 
culture has a right to insist that the Extension Service not spread 
itself too thin. Any urban program should be funded adequately. 
And the Service should be organized so that its agricultural 
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activities do not eventually come under the domination of city in- 
terests and have to compete with them for Extension funds. 

The future role of the Extension Service is so important to agricul- 
ture that .farm organizations and other farm leaders should give the 
matter first priority. They should study the organization and work 
with Extension officials in charting a course that will ensure no 
letup in its service to agriculture. 

From the non-agricultural or urban point of view, there has been 
praise for Extension's efforts in the area of central city youth devel- 
opment programs as well as nutrition programs for the disadvantaged. 
Programs for senior citizfms and in the area of urban horticulture have 
also been well received. In support of broader Extension programs, 
Bishop (-1969, pp. 151-152 says: 

Far too little emphasis is placed upon the development of the human 
resource, while special em^^hasis is placed upon working with farm 
families - an occupational group. The increasing value of the hu- . 
man resource in our society implies some specific changes in program 
emphases in Cooperative Extension. 

In addition, national priorities (1968 , A People and a Spirit and 1971, 
4-H in the Seventies) either hold the line or reduce emphasis on a num- 
ber of traditional Extension programs in favor of the newer, more so- 
cially oriented programs. 

Cooperative Extension, therefore, faces something of a dilemma 
created by tx-zo' contrasting points of view. First, there are those per- 
sons whose perception of Extension places Extension in the role of serv- 
ing agriculture and rural people through programs and services that are 
traditional and related primarily to meeting economic needs. On the 
other hand, there are those who see Extension's role as serving the to- 
tal population, within the limitation of Extension's resources, through 
programs that are primarily designed to meet "human resource" needs of 
people. Although it cannot be said conclusively that these two concepts 
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relegate themselves into a sirrple, mutually exclusive dichotomy of ag- 
ricultural or rural vs non-agricultural or urban^ the basic content of 
the two concepts would tend to indicate this. Of concern to the 
Cooperative Extension Service is the county commissioners* ^.trceptlon of 
present and proposed programs v:hich reflect current E>: tens ion philosophy a 

Three major factors, therefore, are considered to influence, di- 
rectly or indirectly, county cor.rriiss ioners ' perception and accompanying 
support or lack of support of Extension programs ^ These are competition 
for the tax dollar, compatibility of national and state priorities in re- 
lation to county priorities, and changes in Extension philosophy and 
programs resulting from social change. 

County commissioners V7ere involved as respondents in this study 
because they are very closely attuned to local ''grass roots'* level feed- 
back of the people in the counties and their perception of Extension's 
programs is most vital to Extension's future. Other reasons for involv- 
ing county commissioners include; (1) their county orientation provides 
them a basic understanding of county needs, (2) the county is the basic 
unit in the Cooperative Extension Service, for it is here that most pro- 
grams are developed and the teaching is done (Matthev/s, 1960, p* 220), 
(3) county commissioners are among the first to be affected by changes 
in grovjth patterns in the county and, (4) a perception study involving 
county commissioners will compliment McColm's study (1969) involving 
members of the Florida Legislature, thereby providing data from two of 
the three sources of funding for the Cooperative Extension Service. 

In summary. Cooperative Extension work hajs traditionally been 
oriented toward fariu and rural non-farm people. Within the last decade 
several major changco have taken place in the United States that have 

O 
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■had serious effects upon Extension's role as vjgII as the content srid 
clientele of Extension's programis. As Extension made efforts to change 
with the times, differences of opinion arose among the people concerning 
the changes. Although apparently not exclusively so, the differences of 
opinion have appeared to separate themselves into rural, agriculturally 
oriented vs urban, non-agriculturally oriented contexts. 

Since the county commissioners represent the people in local 
county government they are sensitive to their opinions. If sufficient 
numbers of people should react adversely to Extension programs it is 
reasonable to assume that such adverse reaction would also be reflected 
in the attitudes of county commissioners. Since the Board of County 
Commissioners is a vital source of appropriations for the continuation 
of present Extension programs and the initiation of new ones, knowledge 
of county comniissioners * perception of Extension programs is of vital 
importance to administrators, supervisors, and county directors of the 
Cooperative Extension Service. 

This study was conducted, therefore, to determine the relative 
importance of selected content and clientele of Extension programs as 
reflected by county commissioners from rural and urban counties in 
Florida. Rural and urban counties were selected due to their environ- 
mental, economic, and social differences and to determine if there ac- 
tually is a tendency toward polarization of perception of Extension pro- 
grains based on rural and urban orientatioii. 
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Significance of the Study 
Information provided by this study could be very beneficial to 
the Cooperative Extension Service as a basis for strengthening and im- 
proving the organiisation' s effectiveness; providing a useful indication 
of the attitudes of county comi^issioners tov/ard the Extension Service; 
developing a personal-social profile of county commissioners in rural 
and urban counties which could facilitate a better understanding of 
their attitudes; determining the degree to v/hich present and proposed 
Extension program contexit and clientele are favorably regarded by coun- 
ty commissioners and, therefore, v/hether or not modifications, of programs 
are in order; determining the need for better communication and a closer 
working relationship vjith county commissionars ; and, determining whether 
or not Extension work can be effectively'' adioinistered uniformly in rural 
and urban counties or if different methods and/or procedures should be 
employed. 

Definition of Terms 

The follov7ing definitions of certain terms used in this study 
are given to clarify the material and analysis presented. 

The Cooperative Extension Service is an agency created by feder- 
al and Florida legislation to provide educational opportunities in the 
broad areas of agriculture and home economics to the people of the State 
of Flc-^rida, It is known by several variations of the same name . — 
Extension Service, Agricultural Extenr?ion Service, Extension and 
Cooperative Extension. 

Extension programs -are those planned events coordinated by the 
Extension staff pursuant to Extension objectives, 

ER?C 
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Content of Extension programs refers to the subject matter of 
Extension programs. 

Clientele of Extension programs refers to those individuals, 
groups of individuals, organizations, and business firms served by the 
Cooperative Extension Service. 

PGrception is the result of complex patterns of stimulation plus 
past experience. A process of becoming aware of objects ^ qualities or 
relations by way of the sense organs. While sensory content is always 
present in perception, v^hat is perceived is influenced by set and prior 
experience. (Hilgard) • 

County commis s ioner is the title used to identify elected mem- 
bers of the county governing board. 

U rban county relates to the percentage of urban population. The 
urban population comprises all persons living in urbanized areas and in' 
places of 2,500 inhabitants or more outside urbanized areas. More spe- 
cifically the urban popr.lation consists of all persons living in (a) 
places of 2,500 inhabitants or more incorporated as cities, villages, 
and towns, but excluding those persons living in rural portions of ex- 
tended cities; (b) unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or more; 
and, (c) other territory, incorporated or unincorporated, included in 
urbanized areas (1970, Census of Population-Florida) . 

Rural county relates to the percentage of rural population. The 
population not classified as urban constitutes the rural population 
(1970, Census of Population-Florida) . 

Rural commissioner refers to a county commissioner from a rural 

county. 
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Urban conimiss loner refers to a county conmissioner from an urban 

county. 



CHAPTER II 
REVIE\'J OF LITERATURE 



Introduction 

This study was concerned with the concept of perception. This 
chapter contains the Definition of Perception^ Factors Influencing 
Perception, Findings of Related Perception Studies, Summary of Review 
of Literature, and the Hypotheses of the Study, The study was conduct-* 
ed in a social context therefore literature dealing with detailed phy- 
siological aspects of perception was omitted. 

Definition of Perception 

The study of perception is both old and new. Beards lee and 
Wertheimer (1958, p. v) claim that perception is one of the oldest areas 
of research in experimental psychology, yet it is still regarded as one 
of the three fundamental research topics, along v;ith motivation and 
learning. Ittelson and Cantril (1954, p. 1) concur in stating, ^'The 
study of perception is one of the oldest as well as the most recent ac- 
tivities of mankind, for it is through perception that we came in con- 
tact with the 2Jorld." Today, social psychologists are interested in 
perception as a crucial means of understanding social behavior (Sargent 
and Williamson, 1966, p. 217). 

Perception is a complex phenomenon. In spite of the many defi- 
nitions of perception that have been espoused by social scientists a 

15 
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specific definition is most illusive. Dembcr (1960, po 24) proposes 

that a definition of perception Is difficult for tv/o reasons: 

First, because it depends on the role that perception plays in one^s 
general system of psychology; second, because perception is not a 
simple scientific concept but a more complicated construct whose 
main function is to help organize knowledge and thereby facilitate 
communication, 

.In comiiienting on the problem of defining perception^ Ittelson 

(1962, ppc 664-674) says: 

Men have been writing about perception ever since men have been 
writing, but after millennia of writing on the subject there Is 
still no general agreement between authors as to what it is they 
are writing about. Those v7ho accept disagreement among philosophers 
as the rule are sometimes surprised to learn that even in experimen- 
tal psychology there are almost as many definitions of perception as 
there are writers. Even within the context of scientific psychology 
it cannot be assumed that the reader will have a clear and unequivo- 
cal understanding of what is referred to by the term perception, nor 
if he does, that it will in any way correspond to that intended by 
the author. 

We are faced, then, v/ith the paradox that one of the oldest topics 
within the province of scientific psj'chology yet remad,ns without a 
formally accepted definition. On closer examination, however, it 
may be that the very fact of the venerability of the- study of per- 
ception accounts for its lack of definition- For psychology has in 
its history passed through many phases of changing emphasis and as 
psychology itself has grown and changed, so has the way it has posed 
the problem of perception. In this sense, the many definitions of 
perception are merely reflections of the many facets of psychology. 

Hilgard (1937, pp. 336-337) feels that an effort to define per- 
ception should first place the tV7o concepts "sens^at ion'* and ^^perception'^ 
in proper perspective. '* 

It is convenient to make a rough distinction between experiences 
that are very closely dependent upon speci.fic sense-organ stimula- 
tion and those that are the result of complex patterns of stimula- 
tion plus past experience and present attitudco The forraer experi- 
ences can be called sensations, the latter perceptions. Thus the 
redness of an apple is classified as a sensation, v;hile reaction to 
the whole object as an apple is classified as a perception. Once 
these V7ere fighting words to psychologists, because of the issue of 
xvhether or not perceptions v;ere composed of sensations, that is, 
whether the perception of the apple was made up of the sensations of 
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reclnesSj smoothness!, touchy and so on. 

The v7ords no longer carry this burden of contro'''ersial theory. A 
sensation is not something of which a percepti.on is composed; it is 
a kind of perception in itself, but one arising directly from sense- 
organ stimulation, and corresponding closely to aspects of the stim- 
ulus. Hence sensations and perceptions do not differ in kind, but 
shade imperceptibly into each other along a scale of complexity, 
with perceptions more complexly determined by the patterning of 
stimuli and the influences of experiences not correlated with pres- 
ent stimuli. 

In discussing major approaches toward a definition of perception 

Ittelson (1962, pp. 664-674) states: 

Perhaps every approach to psychological theory has been reflected in 
a somewhat different definition of perception. These can conven- 
iently be summarized, however, under three tamiliar contrasting 
viev7s : the phenomenological , the stimulus-rvisponse , and the func- 
tional. Today one rarely encounters any one of these in pure forn; 
perhaps they had best be considered as different elements which ap- 
pear to greater or lesser degree an^* in varying combinations in 
most current definitions of perception. 

The phenomenological approach « . . attempts to define perception 
in terms of the sub jective experience of the perceiver. It does 
this by taking certain aspects of conscious experience and declaring 
that when, and only when, these aspects are present can we properly 
speak of perception. 

In sharp distinction, a psychophysically oriented stimulus-response 
approach attempts to define perception* in terms of observable char- 
acteristics of the stimulus and the response. On the stimulus end, 
this kind of definition usually siiuply asserts that there must be 
an external stimulus and then limits the kinds of stimuli acceptable 

A functional definition tries to bridge the gap between these di- 
vergent views by specifying the perceptual process in terms of the 
relationship of that particular process to the total life function- 
ing of the individual 0 A functional approach is by its very nature 
future-oriented and goal-directed. A functional definition puts the 
person into a real situation and considers him as he actually ap- 
pears in concrete living* 

With reference to psychology texts in current use at the time of 

his writing, Hartley (1958, pp, 10-12) made this observation: 

Some of them give space to the discussion of perception witjiout 
giving the reader a definition which he can carry away with him. 
Perhaps when the reader is finished with the section on perception. 
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he is at a loss to put into a concise statement what: perception v/ay 
said to beo Several conclusions may be distilled from what is to be 
found in current treatments of perception in textbooks and elsewliere 
It seems that authors quite customarily act in accord with the 
following; 

1. That perception may be dealt with by general description, 
without necessarily introducing a formal definition for the 
reader. It is as though it were taken for granted that most 
people knovj pretty much, in general, what perception is, and 
that any further discussion of it can be carried out simply 
by adding ne\^ illustrative material, or new anecdotal items. 

2. That when definitions are offered, they need only be frag- 
mentary, general, and need not place perception in relntioa 
to the other processes that go to make up the individual's 
overall behavior, 

3o That sensation may still be looked upon as an elementary 
process underlying perception. 

In that the phenomenon of perception is very complex, it ^eems 
reasonable that the concept cannot be defined simply. Therefore, it is 
not too surprising that the literature contains many different defini- 
tions. Perhaps this is not all bad in that a study of numerous defini- 
tions helps create a more comprehensive appreciation and understanding 
of the complexity of the concept. 

An understanding and appreciation of the complexity of the con- 
cept do not substitute, however, for relating the concept to the prac- 
ticalities of this study. In analyzing the many different definitions 
of perception in the literature, the author concluded that there were 
at least four basic elements of commonality in the definitions. These 
basic elements of commonality do, in fact, relate to the practicalities 
of the study. They are (1) the senses, (2) the environment, (3) the 
individual and, (4) past experience. 
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Perception and the Senses 

Most scientists agree vjith the premise that perception is a re- 
sult of differing philosophies o'f psychology, and that the human • 
organs are a vital part of the process (McCovm, 1969, p. 14). As early 
as 1890, James (pp. 76-78) defined perception as "the consciousness of 
particular material things present to sense^V, stating that "sensational 
and reproductive brain-processes combined are what give us the content 
of our perceptions." James pointed out, however, that 

perception differs from sensation by the consciousness of farther 
facts associated with the object of sensation; that every perception 
is an acquired perception** 

Dennis (1951, ppa 149-150) used the term perception to refer to 

an experience which is occasioned by the stimulation of sense organs. 

That- is, perceptions are to be distinguished from memory images, 
reveries, trains of association, and hallucinations because these 
are not directly caused by stimulation. 

A perception requires the presence of a stimulus, according to Dennis. 

However, it. is ^^enerally agreed that an experience which is occa- 
sioned by a stimulus is influenced not only by the immediate stimu- 
lus but also by the reinstatement of the effects of previous stimu- 
li. If this were not so, we would speak of sensation rather than 
of perception. Perception is not the result of a succession of dis- 
crete impingements from the outside world, but rather it is a con- 
tinuous tuning-in, amplification, suppression, and interpretation. 

Sargent and Williamson (1966, po 212) believe that perception as 
a process appears even before learning in the individual's attempt to 
organize his behavior. His sensations gradually become structural into 
meaningful relationships which are the essence of perception. In a sim- 
ilar vein, Solley and Murphy (1960, po 26) define perception as the 
structuring of stimulation. Queener (1951, p^ 16) proposes that percep- 
tion is an immediate interpretive response to stimuli, and, similar to 
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others, that it is the organization wliich an organism gives the stimuli 

impinging upon hrm. 

In discussing structural factors in perception, Morgan (1951) 

suggest ^3 that ■ . ' 

we can only see and feel v/hat our sense organs and nervous system 
let us sense (p. 25) ; that see v/ith our eyes, hear V7ith our ears, 
and feel with our.' skins, and it is obvious in each case that the 
structure of the sense organ has a lot to do with what we perceive 
through it (p. 27) . 

Stagner and Karwoski (1952, p. 207) say that perception is the 
process of obtaining knowledge of external objects and events by means 
of the senses, while Hartley (1958, p. 22) considers perception to be 
the overall activity of the organism that inunediately follows o.r accom- 
panies energistic impingements upon the sense organs. The sensory ap- 
paratus mediates between the more internal ongoing activities of the or- 
ganism and the events outside it. To Newcomb, Turner^ and Converse 
(1965, p. 34) perception refers, literally, to the individual 's organ- 
ization of sensory input--that is, to what he does psychologically with 
the stimuli currently impinging upon his sense organs.' Hilgard. (1957) 
also gives the senses a prominent place in perception. 

All man's information about the world comes to him by way of the 
senses; all stimuli impinge upon him through the sensory mechan- 
isms. It is a central fact of human behavior that we react not to 
a single stimulus but to patterns of stimulic Thus, we must dis- 
tinguish between the topics of sensation' and perception and discover 
what principles of stimulus organization underlie our perception of 
the world as ciomposed of enduring, stable objects (p. 331). While 
sensory content is always present in perception, what is perceived 
is influenced by 3et and prior experiencej so that percc-^tion is 
more than a passive registration of stimuli impinging on scr?se 
organs (po 587) . 
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In response to the question as to how perception should be de- 
fined, Allport (1955, p. 14) states: 

As a first approximation let us say that it has something to do 
with our awareness of the objects or conditions about us. It is 
dependent to a large extent upon the impressions these objects make 
upon our senses. It is the way things look to us, or the way they 
sound, feel, taste, or sme?^l» But perception also involves, to 
some degree, an understanding awareness, a ^'meaning" or a 
"recognition*' of these objects. 

The literature reveals that social scientists are ir. general 
agreement that the role of the sense organs is important in the process 
of perception but that perception involves much more than si:r.ple re- 
sponse to stimuli. 



Perception and the Environment 

Webster (1947, p. 334) defines environment as the aggregate of 
all the external conditions and influences affecting the life and de- 
velopment of an organism. Bart ley (1958, p. 4) suggests that perceiv- 
ing has been taken to be a process by which the organism relates itself 
to its .surroundings. In perceiving, says Bartley, the individual inter- 
prets, discriminates, and identifies objects and conditions experienced 
to be existing in the environment. 

Pex'ception, whether overt or introspective, is an immediate reaction 
to a set of conditions thai: pertain now. If the reaction called a 
perceptual act changes something in the environment or relocates the 
organism in it, the next instant a new perception or apprehension 
of some sort is provided for (Bartley, 1958, p. 46). 

Munn (1962, pp. 391-392) also relates perception to the environ- 
ment : 

Perceiving is a process comparable with discriminating, differen- 
tiating, and observing. The term is ctistomarily used to refer to 
relatively complex receptor and neural processes which underlie our 
av/areness of ourselves in our world. This awareness is referred to 
as perception. 



22 

Describing perception as the experience of objects and evenLs 
vjhich are here, nov7, Boring, Langf^ld, and Weld (1948, pp. 215-217) say 
perception _is always a response to some change or difference in Lhe en- 
vironment and is the first event in the chain which leads from the stim- 
ulus to action. Hilgard (1951) believes that perception results from 
an interaction between within- the-organism factors and within-the- 
environnient factors (p. 97) ; that perception is not a passive process 
or registration but an active process of interaction between organism 
and environment; that perception is an achievement and as in the case of 
other achievements it is regulated and given direction by what the or- 
ganism is trying to do. Our perceptions achieve for us a world that is 
relatively stable by excluding so far as possible contradictory evidence 
(p. 103) . 

Blake and Ramsey (1951, p. 5) use the term perception to refer 

to 

those interactions between an organism and its (necessary) environ- 
ment in which the form of response is governed by the signal or sign 
significance as contrasted with the energy strength or quality or 
pattern of the stimulus configuration itself. In these cases the 
signal or sign significance of the stimulus comes to exist (either 
spontaneously or effortfully) as an emergent from certain specific 
previous organism-environment interactions of the individual. 

Beach (1951, p. 55) refers to perception as one name for a cer- 
tain class of interactions between the organism/ and its environment 
while Bronf enbrenner (1951, p. 207) defines it in its broadest sense as 
signifying the way in which the person structures his world and himself.. 
Allport (1955, p, 14) says we can include all the senses and can inter- 
pret perception as covering the awareness of complex environmental sit- 
uations as well as of single objects. 
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In relating pei-ceptiion to a distinct personal-social context, 

Ittelson and Cantril (1954) propose 

that perceiving is that part of the process of living by which each 
one of us, from his own particular point of view, creates for him- 
self the world within which he has his life experiences and through 
which he strives to gain his satisfactions (p« 5). 

Perception is the process by v/hich a particular person, from his 
particular behavioral center attributes significances to his imiTie- 
diate environmental situation. And the significances which he at- 
tributes are those which he has discovered from past experiences 
have furthered his purpose o The perceiving process often leads one 
to incorrect interpretations, beliefs, and attitudes as to the sig- 
nificance of the environmental situation. The degree of incorrect- 
ness represents the lack of correspondence between perceptual aware- 
ness and the true environmental situation. 



Perception and the Individual 

The literature is quite consistent in stressing the relationship 

of perception to the individual. 

Each individual begins with ^ertain physical structures, including 
the receptor, central, and effector nervous systems as well as the 
skeletal, respiratory, digestive, and other systems. These several 
part-systems in unitar^^ organization constitute the more important 
structures involved in perception.. The selective manner in which 
these part-systems are utilized in perception, however, is largely 
determined by the unique interaction between the individual and the 
cultural media which he has passed through and of which he is a 
part at present, (B]Jake, Ramsey, and Koran, 1951, p. 9). 

Hilgard (1951, p. 95) proposes that physical structures are in- 
herited and that the inherited structures not only determine species 
differences in perceiving but individual differences within the species 
as well. 

In seeking a theory of perception, Bruner (1951, pp. 123-124) 

takes the position that such a theory should account systematically for 

individual differences in the perceptual procesfe, that 

perceiving involves a three-step cycle. Analytically, we may say 
that perceiving begins with an expectancy or hypothesis. The 
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second aiicilytlc step in the perceiving process is the input 0.I: in- 
formation f'roTTi the environment. The third step in the cycle is a 
cJiecking or conf irination procedure. 

In support of Bruner/s statement concerning perceptual individuality, 

Klein (1951, p. 329) says the touchstone of any personality theory is 

how well it accounts for differences among people. 

A given situation, particularly a social one, never is psycholog- 
ically identical for different persons. Each individual perceives 
and interprets a situation via his sensory capacities 3 attention, 
past experience, motives, attitudes, expectations, and the like, 
i.e., in terms of his unique pattern of experience and personality. 
Objective actions are perceived in a context of personal experien- 
ces and tendencies, past arid present « Perception . o . is influ- 
enced by the feelings, attitudes, and mental set of the subjects 
(The term, "set" refers to the perceptual orientation, or the readi- 
ness 'to perceive a given event or range of stimuli.) In other 
words, one literally "sees" the world as he wishes (Sargent and 
Williamson, 1966, pp, 213-215). 

Stated another .way by Ittelson (1962, p, 677), "the world as we experi- 
ence it is a product of perception, not the cause of it." 

That the individual is paramount in the concept of per-eeption 
was pointed out very emphatically by Ittelson and Cantril (1954, pp. 2- 
4) V7hen they concluded that: 

lo Perceptions present themselves through concrete individuals deal- 
ing with concrete situations and can be studied only in terms of 
transactions in which they can be observed, 

2; Perceiving is always done by partictilar persons from their oum 
unique position in space and time. Such perception is influenced 
by the person^s o\m combination of experience and needs. 

3, Within a particular transaction, and operating from his own per- 
sonal point of view, each person creates for himself his oto psy- 
chological environment by attributing certain aspects of his ex- 
perience to an environment which he believes exists independent 
of the experience. 

In other words, perceiving is that part of the process p£ living by 

which each of us, from his own particular point of view, creates for him-: 

self the world within which he has life's experience and through which 
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he strives to gain satisfactions (p. 5). DaiT'cley ( 1958, 22) agrees 

that in "studying perception v/e are studying what it is that the organism 

experiences and not what the pliysical world contains or is made up of. 

White (1970, p< 14) makes an interesting observation in stating 

that an individual is not conscious at any instance of all the external 

stiiuuli around him or of all the potential activities that might be 

brought to consciousness. Supporting this thought. Hartley (1952, p. 

229) postulated that 

the individual ignores some stimuli, adds others, and organizes the 
whole so that certain stimuli are more important than others. None 
of us lives in direct contact W7.th physical reality. Our eyes see 
as they do because of their physical and nervous struct" ires o Me do 
not really see the physical world. What we see is the result of the 
interaction between our own anatomy, the physical aspects of the 
universe, and what we have learned in our past experience. 

Hilgard (1957, p. 389) cautions that personality characteristics, 
such as rigidity and intolerance of ambiguity, may determine hov; the in- 
dividual perceives, pointing out that the satisfying of individual needs 
and values may lead to perceptual distortion^, 

Perception and Past Experience 

Most social scientists give past experience a very prominent 
part in the total perceptual scheme. Past experience presents the 
framex^rork x^rithin which the individual can relate stimulation coming 
from his environment to an interpretation* 

Van Dalen (1966, pp, 54-55) defines perception as the art of 
linking what is sensed with some past experience to give the sensation 
meaning. Granting that perceptions may be relatively simple or highly 
complex. Van Dalen takes the position that man interprets his sensations 
in terms of past experience. Hobhouse (1969, p. 38) concurs by stating 
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that past experiences have so prepared the mental structure that it re- 
acts to a given stimulus vjith judgment* Johnson (1948, p. 186) goes a 
step further in proposing 

that the raw, material delivered to the brain by the sense organs via 
sensory, nerves is used and interpreted by the individual in accord- 
ance V7ith his past experience and in furtherance of whatever activi- 
ties he may be engaged in at the moment. 

Blake and Ramsey (1951) consider that a person's reaction 

is determined by the meaning the individual's prior experience have 
given to the stimulus configuration (p. 5). Tlie most important ad- 
justments of the individual are not the consequence of tue direct 
effect on the organism of stimulus energies or stimulus patterns. 
Rather, human behavior is governed by learned interpretations or im- 
plications assigned on the basis of experience to configurations of 
stimulus energies (p« 8). 

The way one sees reality is contingent not only on the capacity of 
his given physical structure for detecting stimulus configurations 
and integrating information about stimuli but also on modifications 
in the use of the structure which derive from the impact of the 
experience. The summed effects result in the individual * s having 
more or less appropriate response patterns ready in order to cope 
with each of a myriad of specific stimulus configurations (p^ 9). 

The authors concede, however, that perception is not altogether the 
product of past experiences, for perception is a developmental product,, 
an ongoing process □ 

In reference to the transactional theory of perception, one of 
thirteen theories listed by Allport (1955), Bartley (1958, p. 17) says 
the theory involves the recognition that past experience plays an im- 
portant role in perceiving* This pertains not only to specific objects 
but to the nature of the v7orld in which the organism finds itself. 
Certain assimfiptions, as it were, result, according to Bartley, and per- 
ception occurL' in accord with these, Dember (I960, p, 7) cautionr. , 
however, that the assumptions that' the individual develops in the course 
of his transactions with his environment lead him astray in special 
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circumstances, as he does noL see things the way they really are but 
rather .in ways that are compatible with his assumptions. 

Gault and Delton (1925, p. 181) support the theory that per- 
ception in general rests upon the residue of the experiences the indi- 
vidual has had with his iN^orld and that their form is affected by the 
mental state and content that prevail at the time^ Gault and Delton de- 
scribe perception as a reflection on one's nature, chiefly of one's ac- 
quired nature, while Klausmier (1961, p. 7) refers to perception as a 
sensation "together with a context of other experiences that give ±i 
meaning." 

There is an old proverb that "it's hard to tell where you are 
unless you know v/here you've been.'^ This thought would seem to relate 
to perception and past experience. 



Factors Influencing Perception 

Ba,sed upon an extensive review of the literature, it is obvious 

that perception is influenced by many factors o Basically, these factors 

may be classified as internal and external. Sherif and Sherif (1956, 

pp. 79-80) spoke to this point: 

Perceptual structuring is not only "cognitive" affair* It is 
jointly determined by the totality of functionally related external 
factors and internal factors coming into the structuring process at 
a given time. Tlie external factors are stimulating situations out- 
side of the individual--ob jects , events, other persons, groups, cul- 
tural products, and the like. The internal factors are motives, 
emotions, attitudes, general states of the organism, effects of past 
experience, etc. 

Krech £t al o (1962, p. 25) take a similar stand: 

Only certain objects, a3nong all the objects that are "out there", 
enter into the individual's conception of the outside world. And 
the characteristics of these objects may be "distorted" to fit his 
ph^^siological requirements. Tlie selective organization of cognition 
is determined by two interacting sets of factors: stimulus factors 
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and personal factors* By stimulus factors are meant those which 
derive from the nature of the stimulus object, e.g., frequency and 
. . intensity. Personal factors are those v/hich derive from the char- 
acteristics of the perceiving individual, e.g.,' his wants, emotj.ons, 
and mental sets, as he strives to construct a meaningful world, 

Kahn and Camiell (1957, pp, 36-37) add further emphasis to the internal- 
external viewpoint by asserting that "the way one sees the world or. any.^ 
thing in it depends only in part upon external objective reality, and 
for the rest upon individual needs, goals, motives, and past experi- 
ences." Bart ley (1958) refers to the influence of factors represented 
in the observer himself as important in the determination of perception, 
including such factors as set, stance, and others (p. 89). On the other 
hand, he also points out that the relationship between perception and 
the quantification of stimulation is another aspect of perceptual de~ 
velopment (p. 91). Cantril (1957, pp. 119-126) described perceiving 
as a "transaction" between the perceiver and the perceived^ a process of 
negotiation in which the perceptual end product is a result both of in- 
fluences within the perceiver and of characteristics of the perceived. 

Bonner (1953, pp. 96-97) groups factors influencing perception 
under three major categories: (1) functional, (2) structural, and (3) 
cultural determinants. 

The functional aspects of perception are those properties which are 
affected by the person's social-psychological organization--by his 
memory, needs, habits, and past experience. 

The structural determinants of perception are physiological in char- 
acter, so that we perceive the natural world around us as we do by 
virtue of the neuro-physiological character of the organs of percep- 
tion and lear^iing. They are constituted, furthermore, by the physi- 
cal qualities of the perceived object „ 

The cultural determinants of perception are those factors which • 
cause us to see the world in terms of customs, traditions, and 
ideals . 

With reference to structural factors in . perception, Morgan 
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(1951, pp, 53-54) proposes that certain anatomical structures have a . 
bearing on perception. He lists aging, brain injury, and body chemistry 
as being involved. 

Concerning social and cultural factors, Sargent and Williamson 
(1966, pp, 214-216) state that perception is influenced by the feelings, 
attitudes, and mental set of the subject as well as by the social 
standards or ''norms" and verbal and numerical s^nnbols. Intelligence, 
education, occupation, religion, and geographic background are all list- 
ed as conditioning influences in the interpretation of reality* 

Many authors relate factors influencing perception to the indi- 
vidual and his own particular needs and values. In 1958, Bruner (pp. 85- 
94) described \^hat he called the ''New Look^' in perception as one in 
which personal determinants of the perceptua]. process were being 
stressed,, He showed the importance of such subjective influences as 
needs, values, cultural background, and interests on the perceptual pro- 
cess. Many others concur with Bruner in regard to personal factors in- 
fluencing perception. Sargent and Williamson (1966, po 213) state that 
each individual perceives and interprets a situation via his sensory 
capacities, attention, past experience, motives, attitudes, expecta- 
tions, feelings, and mental sets; that is, in terms of his unique pat- 
tern of experience and personality. 

The fact that emotions arid personal needs of the perceiver in- 
fluence perception is clearly pointed out by Krech and Crutchfield 
(1948, p .' 7) : 

There are no "impartial facts," Data do not have a logic of their 
o\<m. that results in the same perceptions and cognitions for all 
people. Data are perceived and interpreted in terms of the individ- 
ual perceiver 's o\ni needs, ovm emotions, o\m: personality, own pre- 
viously formed cognitive patterns « 

ERLC. 
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ValuevS, another personal cliaracteristic, have a definite influ- 
ence on one's perception according to Postman e^ al. (1948, p. 43): 

The percciver, whatever the nature of the stimulus, favors the pre- . 
solution hypotheses whicli reflect his value orientation. He will, 
therefore, perceive more readily stimulus objects which lie within 
the sa-ne value area as his preferred presolution hypothesis. 

Taking a different approach,' Zalkind and Costello (1964, pp. 33- 
34) suggest that wlien trying to determine some of the factors that in- 
fluence perception it is necessary, rather, to consider what influences 
distort one's perceptions and judgments of the outside world. They cite 
the v7ork of Johnson (1945, pp. 193-224) who suggested the follov7ing 
about the perceiver: 

1<, Re may be influenced by considerations that he may not be able 
to identify, responding to cues that are below the threshold of 
his awareness. 

2. When required to form difficult perceptual judgments, he may re- 
spond to irrelevant cues to arrive at a judgment. 

3. In making abstract or intellectual judgments, he may be influ- 
enced by emotional f ac tors--what is liked is perceived as cor- 
rect* 

4o He will weigh perceptual evidence coming from respected (or fa- 
vored) sources more heavily than that coming from other sources. 

5o He may not be able to identify all the factors on which his 
judgiDents are based. 

Zalkind and Costello caution that these considerations do not imply 
that we respond only to the subtle or irrelevant cues or to emotional 
factors p We often perceive on the basis of the obvious, but we are 
quite likely to be responding as well to the less obvious or less ob- 
jective. The authors point out that one of the most important of the 
subjective factors that influence the way v;e perceive is set* Hilgard 
(1957, p. 389) believes that the satisfying of individual needs and 
values may lead to perceptual distortion. Personality characteristics. 
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such as rigidity and intolerance of ambiguity, may likewise , determine 
liow the individual perceives, according to llilgard. 

In discussing further obstacles to accurate observation or per- 
ception. Van Dalen (1966, pa 55j suggests that the possibility of per- 
ceptual ci-ror is always present v;hen the observer makes inferences on 
the basis of scanty sensory cues. 

Anticipation of an event can also cause him to make a faulty infer- 
ence. Strong personal interests tend to make one see only those 
things he wants to see« Perceptions, therefore are subject to dis- 
tortions because of the observer ' s emotions , motivations, prejudices 
mental sets, sense of values, physical condition, and errors of in- 
ference. 

Past experience is given a prominent place by many authors as an 

important factor that influences perception. According to Blake and 

Ramsey (1951, p„ 7) , 

an individual's perceptual activity must be fabricated from his cur- 
rent organization of personally meaningful and significant experi- 
ences. These integrations, which achieve conceptual representation 
in the form of the individual's unique organization of internal 
Gets, beliefs, attitudes, selector tendencies, or hypotheses , are 
derived from the ascientific techniques of knowing adapted from the 
past for use in achieving a stable, definite and predictable present 

Cantril (1967, p, 284) introduces somewhat different terminology 

in stating thai: 

our perception depends in large part on the assumptions we bring to 
any particular occasion* This implies that the meanings and signify 
icancies we assign to things, to symbols, to people, and to events 
are the meanings and significances we have built up through our 
past experience, and arc 7iot inherent or intrinsic in the "stimulus" 
itself. 

Smith and Smith (1958, pp. 223-224) present the concept of per- 
ception in total response, pointing out that the organizaticii of the 
perceptual world is due to several different factors „ The cerebral cor- 
tex itself is a remarkable integrative mechanism, they say, enabling the 
individual to react to many distinct sensory impulses in an orderly 

t 
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and meaningful way, 

Theiii too, the perceptual world is organized in terms of past experi- 
ences and learning. But there are other more injmediate factors that 
help deteriTilne what the individual shall perceive and how he shall 
perceive it--namely, the individual's emotional states, his needs 
and drives o' Perception interacts with all other phases of behavior- 
• to determine total response, 

' Straughn ('1963, po 16) suggests several factors which influence 
the individual ' s perception: (1) the sensitivity and, effectiveness of an 
individual's sense organs, (2) set and prior experiences and the accom- 
panying mental structure developed in each individual, (3) ability to 
interpret new experiences by associating or relating them to past experi- 
.ences, (4) strength of stimulus impingement on the perceiver, and (5) 
.memory or ability to recall. 

Findings of Related Perception Studies 
Fifteen perception studies related to the Cooperative Extension 
Service were reviewed in this study o Five of the studies involved coun- 
ty commissioners as respondents (Horne, Utah, 1965; White, North Carolina, 
1965; Campbell, Oklahoma, 1968; Dowe'll, Oklahoma, 1970; and Torrance, 
Georgia, 1970) , four involved state legislators (Blalock, North Carolina, 
1963; Smith, North Carolina, 1967; McCown, Florida, 1969; and-.White, 
Alabama, 1970) , four involved respondents engaged in commercial agricul- 
ture and/or agribusiness (Lawson, California cotton farm operators, 
1959; Griffith, Kansas formula feed operators, 1961; Amburgey, Arizona 
commercial fertilizer manufacturer and distributor representatives, 
1962; and Cavender, Alabama meat packers and processors, 1964), aaid two 
involved Cooperative Extension advisory committees (Biever, Wisconsin,. 
1957; and Moore, Montana, 1962o 

In the review of literature concerning the above studies, only 
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those aspects of the studies relating to Extension progi-am content 
(subject matter areas) and clientele were regarded as relating directly 
to this study. 

Content (Subject Matter) of Extension Programs 

The data in Table 1 shov; rank order comparisons of nine 
Extension program areas as perceived by groups studied by Blalock, 
Amburgey, Griffith, Moore, Cavender, and White. The nine program areas 
listed are broad program areas identified in the Extension publication 
The Cooperative Extension Service Today- -A Statement on Scope and 
Respons ibility (1958) and around which many state Cooperative Extension 
Service programs have been developed. 

In addition to ranking the nine program areas according to per- 
ceived importance, Griffith (1961, pp. 70-72) also asked the Kansas 
formula feed operators to give their opinion as to whether the county 
Extension agents should place more effort and emphasis, the same, or 
less on each of the nine basic program areas. Only three program areas 
farm and home management, training and developing leaders, and commun- 
ity development were rated as needing more emphasis by more than fifty 
percent of the respondents. Livestock and crop production, soil, x%rater 
"nd grass conservation, fanily li ing, 4-H Club work and youth develop- 
ment, and public policies and affairs were rated as needing the same 
emphasis by more than fifty percent of the respondents o Marketing of 
farm products was rated by f-orty six percent of the respondents as 
needing more emphasis, and by ten percent as needing less emphasis <, 
Family living was rated as needing more emphasis by only eighteen- per- 
cent of the respondents. 
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Amburgey (1962, pp. 58-61) also asked the coimTiercial fertilizer 
manufacturor and distributor representatives to rate the same nine, pro- 
gram areas in terms of the emphasis- being given at that time to each 
area. Conservation, wise use and development of natural resources and 
public policies were the only areas which were rated as being under- 
emphasized by fifty percent of the respondents o Family living was rated 
as tinder-emphasized by only 12.1 percent x^7hile 54.4 percent felt that 
the emphasis was about right. More than 65 percent of the respondents 
rated the degree of emphasis on 4-H Club work and youth development as 
about right while 17.6 percent rated it as under-emphasized. 

Dowell (1970, pp. 64-66) presented a comparison of the impor- 
tance county commissioners and county Extension staffs placed on each of 
the nine program areas in relation to the amount of time and effort 
county staffs reported spending on each area. Agricultural production 
was rated of first importance by county coiTimiss ioners and also by coun- 
ty staffs in terms of actual time and effort spent in the area. Youth 
development V7as rated second in importance by both groups o Agreemv-^nt 
was rather high throughout, except in leadership development and family 
living* Commissioners viev.ed leadership development as having third 
highest priority while county staffs ranked it sixth. On the other hand, 
county staffs ranked family living third while commissioners ranked it 
eighth. County staffs ranked agricultural production, youth development, 
and family living first, second, and third, respectively j which obvious- 
ly, states Dowell, concurs with the three major program categories in 
each county--agriculture J 4-H, and home economics « Both groups consid- 
ered public affairs least important of the nine program areas listed. 

Smith (1967, pp« 97-100), McCovjn (i969, pp. 51-56), and White 
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(1970, 68) all conchicted pcircepttial studle,s coacerning die 
Coope^rative Extension Service and involving sL^ate legislators from 
North Carolina, Florida, and Alabama, respectively. Rather than seek- 
ing a rank order of the program areas per se, these investigators 
showed the legislators a list of the nine Scope Report program areas and 
asked them to indicate the three program areas they perceived as the 
most important and the three that were the least important to the wel- 
fare of their constituents - 

The three program areas perceived to be the most important by 
the North Carolina legislators v^ere conservation of natural resources, 
mar-keting of farm products, and efficiency in agriculture. The three 
least important program areas were family living, public affairs, and 
community and resource development. 

The Alabama legislators considered the most important program 
areas to be conservation of natural resources, agricultural production, 
md marketing, distribution and utilization, of agric ultural pr oducts. 
The three least important program areas were leadership development, 
community improvement and resource development , and public affairs. 

The largest number of Florida legislators perceived agricultural 
production and marketing, distribution, and utilization of agricultural 
products to be the two most important program areas with an equal number 
of legislators, selecting conservation of natural resources and farm man- 
agement as a third. Leadership development, community improvement and re 
source development, and public affai rs x>7ere se'lec ted by more than f if t^^ 
percent of the legislators as least important. Tr^enty percent of the 
Florida legislators felt more emphasis should be placed on conservation 
of natural resources as a program area while only, four percent thought 
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the program areas leadership development" and "public affairs" 

r ' ' 

had been over-emphasized, 

Biever (1957, ppo 91-93), Lawson (1959, pp. 125-126), and 
Torrance (1970^ pp. 36-38) chose a different approach to the determina- 
tion of their respondents ' perception of Extension- programs Each de- 
veloped his o\m list of subject matter areas in contrast to using the 
nine Scope Report areas per se. . 

Biever asked each Extension advisory committee respondent to 
indicate the amount of emphasis which should be placed on twenty dif- 
ferent subject matter areas as they perceived the need of emphasis in 
the countyo Dairy cattle management ranked first, field crops second, 
soil management and farm management tied for third, foods and nutrition 
ranked fifth, health and safety sixth, and home management -and home fur 
nishings ranked sevenths Biever explained that as most of the agricul- 
tural committee ranking the program areas were farmers, one would ex- 
pect them to attach a higher degree of importance to subject matter 
areas related to agriculture than homemaking* 

Lawson asked commercial cotton farmers to express their think- 
ing as to the emphasis that various subject matter areas should receive 
compared to what was .then being done- in the county* Fifteen subject 
matter areas were listed.and the respondents were asked to read them 
over and indicate whether they would like to see more emphasis, about 
the same emphasis, or less emphasis on each subject matter area. With 
the. exception of marketing farm products, over fifty percent of the re- 
spondents expressed "about the same emphasis" for each of the program 
areas. A substantial^ number, however, felt that more emphasis should 
be placed on plant diseases and insect control, consumer education. 
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public aff^iirs^ f am management:/ soil rnanagement, and cropping practices. 

Torrance was concerned only with selected program areas relating 
to hcae economics work. County co.iranission chairmen established a rank 
order of^ Torrance's nine program areas as shov/n in Table 2. Over half 
of . the county commission chairmen selected three, program areas thatr' " 
should receive "much," considerationo These were ''foods and nutrition," 
''leadership and citizenship^ »' and "healtn and safety." "Foods and nutri-; 
tion" V7as chosen by seventy five percent of the county commission chair- 
men to receive "much" consideration while another twenty four percent of 
the commissioners thought it should receive "some" consideration. 

Home (1965, p, 35) mailed questionnaires to county commissioners 
and Extension" agents in eighteen counties in Utah. The respondents were . 
:asked to* indicate the importance they placed on the nine Scope Report 
program areas plus one additional one, '^adult education J' Tlie rank 
order established by the respondents is shovm in Table 3. 

Clientele of Extension Programs 

The data in Table 4 show rank order comparisons of ten 
clientele groups by Griffith (1961), Moore (19^32)., and Avnburgey (1962) 
and .eleven clientele groups by Blalock (1963) White (1965), Home (1965), 
and Dowell (1970) » In all of the studies except that of Amburgey, re- 
spondents were asked to indicate the amount of time and effort they felt 
Extension should 'spend with each of the clientele groups o Amburgey 
asked respondents; to rate Extension's responsibility to the various, 
clientele groups. ' . 

Other studies relating to Extension clientele x-7ere conducted by 
Lawson (1959), Smith (1967), Campbell (1968), White (1970)', and Torrance 
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(1970). 

VJhen Lawson aslced if . he con-imercial cotton farm operators in 
California thought Extension should provide educational assistance to 
coiTunercial organizations who deal directly v/ith the farmer, uincty-eight 
percent of the respondents answered affirmatively. Ninety four percent 
said they thought Extension should provide educational assistance to 
farm organizations, commodity groupv- , etc. Opinion as to Extension \s 
responsibilities to non-farm families V7as less decisive, although a con- 
vincing majority of respondents (seventy two percent) felt that Extension 
should work with these people .if it did not require persor.al visits from 
the farm advisor. 

Smith showed North Carolina legislators a card listing several 
clientele groups that might seek Extension's assistance from time to 
time or around which Extension might develop programs. Each legislator 
was then asked to Indicate the relative amount of time which he felt 
Extension should devote to each of these groups. The clientele were 
grouped into (1) farm clientele which included large commercial i'lrms, 
small subsistence farms, part-time farmers, and farm organizations ; and, 
(2) non-farm clientele which included businesses Gt^rving farmers, agri- 
cultural marketing firms, businesses serving all consumers, rural non- 
farm families, to\m. and village families, and urban families. 

Legislators' r^::sponses showed a significant association between 
size of business or farm the legislator was associated with and the re- 
lative amount of time they felt Extension should devote to large com- 
mercial farms. Well over half (fifty five percent) of the respondents 
associated vjith large enterprises felt that Extens7.on personnel should 
spend a "great deal or most" of their time v/ith this group « 
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Appro:: imately one- fourth of those legislatoi-s connected with small or 
medium size eiiterprises- felt the large coiimiercial farms were entitled 
to this much time« 

There appeared to be a trend in the direction of greater im- 
portance being attached to the small subsistence farms as the legisla- 
tors* urban orientation iiicreased. This conclusion was supported by the 
fact that a much higher percentage of the legislators perceiving their 
county or district as being evenly divided (fifty five percent) or 
mostly urban (sixty six percent) felt that Extension personnel should 
spend a "great deal or most" of their time with the small subsistence 
farms than was the case wit-; those legislators perceiving their constit- 
uency as mostly rural or completely rural. The same trend vjas evidenced 
with respect to the legislators' place of residence. Sixty one percent 
of the legislators from to^vns of 5^000 - 24,999 population and fifty 
nine percent of those in the city over 25,000 category were of the j 
opinion that Extension personnel should spend a "great deal or most" 
of their time with the small subsistence farms* Only about forty one 
percent of the leg?.slators from rural farms or villages with popula- 
tions of less than 5,000 felt that the organization should devote this 
much time to this group. 

So far as the non-farm clientele group was concerned, the legis- 
lators^ responses indicated that degree of involvement with the Extension 
Service exerted by far the greatest influence on legislators' perception 
in this area. The association pattern was in the directioi. of the high- 
er the degree of involvement the more importance the respondents 
attached to the non-farm groups as being Exteiision clientele. The one 
exception related to businesses serving all consumers o Legislators 
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with a low degree of Extension involvement perceived businesses serv- 
ing all consumers as a moderately important clientele group. Those who 
had a medium cuuount of involvement with Extension perceived this type 
of business as entitled to lilitle or none of Extension's time* As the 
legislators' involvement continued to increase, however, the importance 
they attached to Extension's working with this group increased to ap- 
proximately the same level as that held by the lov; involvement categoryo 

Legislators' perception of the type of county or district they 
represented v/as the second most important Influence on perception re- 
garding non-farm clientele. With the exception of businesses serving 
farmers and businesses serving all consumers there was a tendency for 
the legislators who perceived their county or district as completely 
rural to attach the greatest importance to the non-farra groups as being 
Extension clientele. The legislators who perceived their constituency 
to be mostly urban felt that, with the exception of businesses serving 
all consumers, Extension should spend the least amount of time with the 
non-farm clientele groups. Legislators Xi'hd perceived their county or 
district to be evenly divided (rural-urban) we're the ones who felt 
Extension should spend the most time working ^^7'ith businesses serving 
all consumers, .In contrast, legislators x^jho perceived their county or 
district as being -coinpletely rural or mostly urban were the ones who 
felt- that Extension .should spend the least amount of time with this non- 
farm clientele group. 

The legislators' place of residence was significantly associa- 
ted x^7ith their perception relative to non-farm clientele only in the 
case of businesses serving farmers/ A higher percentage of the legis- 
lators who resided on rural farms perceived this clientele group to be 



45 

entitled to a ^^great deal or most'* of Extension's time than was true 
V7ith any of the other residence categories. 

Sisie of fam or business ^-zith v/hich the legislators were asso- 
'"iated was signif icraitly associated with perception of the amount of 
time Extension should spend with non-farm clientele groups only in the 
case of agricultural marketing firms. Those legislators associated 
x^ith medium and large size enterprises felt that Extension should spend 
a "great deal or most" of the time working with these firms „ Only 
twenty one percent of those legislators v7ho were associated 'with small 
units felt that Extension should spend this much time with agricultural 
marketing firms. 

Neither the legislators* length of legislative service nor oc- 
cupation showed a significant association with perception of the rela- 
tive amount of time that Extension should spend with non-farm clientele 
groups. 

Campbell (1968) asked Oklahoma county commissioners to select 
from a list of seven clientele groups the one they felt would benefit 
most from specialized Agricultural Extension help.. The list included 
small^ subsistence type farmers; average size family type farmers; 
agricultural business firms; larger commercial farmers; agricultural 
marketing firms; ^part-time farmers; farm organizations ;* and, there was 
provision for "no response." Data indicated that the commissioners felt 
that average size family farmers xvould receive the most benefit from 
Specialized Extension help in agriculture, followed by larger commercial 
farmers. None of the other clientele groups listed were chosen by more 
than 9.1 percent of the commissioners . 

White (1970) a^lced Alabama legislators to indicate the amount 
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of time and effort tlie Cooperative Extension Service should spend xjith 
each of fourteen clientele gro\\pSj in contrast to the time and effort 
the clientele groups were then receiving. The rank^order distribution 
of r'esponses for increased emphasis is shown in Table 5.- . 

Torrance (1970) conducted a study to determine Georgia county 
.coiTiiiiission chainnen^s perception of the home economics phase of the . 
Georgia Cooperative Extension Service program, lie also involved a 
Cooperative Extension Service jury as respondents. The rank order of 
responses r=!carding time and effort Extension home economists should 
spend v;ith selected clientele groups is shov/n in Table 6o 

Over. half of the county commission chairmen indicated "much" 
time and effort should be spent wi^th "4-H ClutisI arid^ryouth," "^low in- 
come and disadvantaged families," "rural farm families," "homemakers 
with young children," and "young newly married homemakers." 

Eighty two percent of the county commission chairmen iand sixty 
eight percent of the jury indicated that "much" time and effort should 
be devoted to "4-H Clubs and youth." "Four-H Clubs and youth" ranked 
highest among clientele groups by both county commission .chairmen and 
Extension jury. "Lov; income and disadvantaged families" was ranked 
second by the county commission chairmen V7ith sixty six percent indica- 
ting "much" for the relative priority to be giveno This group was 
ranked seventh by the jury* '■ 

"Rural farm families" and "homemakers with young children" \7eve 
the next two ranking clientele groups for both the commissioners and 
juryp "Organized home economics clubs" should receive "much" time ax^d 
effort according to. forty three percent of the county commiss'ion chair- 
men but only twenty four percent of the jury indicated "much." 
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'^Organized home economics clubs" x^as ranked sixth by the conimissioners 
but next to the lowest (eleventh) by the jury« '^Rural non-farm 
families'^ and '^small tovai and village families" were viewed as the next 
most im'portant clientele groups in tejrms of Extension home economists^ 
time and effort expended in their behalf according to county commission 
chairmen. These groups were rated s light 1}^ higher in this respect by 
the jury than by the commissioners. The jury ranked "special classes or 
interest groups" relatively high (2.5) but this group was rated much 
letter (8,5) by the commissioners, 

"Urban or city families," "older homemaikers and retired people," 
and "working women" were perceived by the commissioners to be the lowest 
ranking groups (tenth, eleveinth, and twelfth) from the point of viev; of 
the county Extension home economists' time expenditure. Only ten to 
twenty percent of the commissioners indicated "much" for the relative 
priority these groups should ^receive. The jury also gave these three 
clientele groups the lower priorities. 

According to Torrance, even though differences in ranking were 
very evident for some clientele groups, the' general level of agreement 
between county coinmiss ion chairmen and the Extension jury was relatively 
high. The widest disagreem.ent was sho^^ for the clientele groups 
"special classes or interest groups "organized home economics clubs ," 
and '^low inccm^e and disadvantaged families." Over one-fourth of the 
county commission chairmen indicated that ".none" or "not much" considera^ 
tion should be given "urban or city ^f.uTii lies," "older homemakers and 
retired people," and "working women." 
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Suminary . ."^ 

■ " This chapter has presented a review of literature establishing 
a framework f-oc the definition of perception as used in this study, A 
discussion of the factors influencing perception has also been included. 

In summary 3 the following points seem to be important in choos- 
ing a definition of perception for use in analyzing, understanding, in- 
terpreting, and describing perceptual differences observed in this 
study: 

1. Perception involves the .senses. All man's information about the 
world around' him (his environment) comes to him by way of the 
senses. We react, hov7ever, not to a single stimulus but to pat- 
terns of stimuli. 

2o Since perception involves the senses, it is an individual matter. 
Therefore, there may be as many different perceptions as there 
are individuals o . . 

3o Perception involves not only receiving stimuli but interpreting 
and describing these stimuli in terms that are meaningful to the 
individual in the light of past experience, 

4a Perception must ■ be considered and dealt with in terms of what the 
orgahism\ actually experiences and not necessarily what the physi- 
cal world contains, or is made up of, 

\. 

. 5o Various internal and external factors may profoundly influence 
both the interpretation of the stimulus and the response it is 
likely to provoke » , / 

6. Perception is a dynamic, cumulative phenomenon that may be con- 
tinually changing within the organism. ■ 

The definition by Hilgard, as cited earlier, appeared to essen- 
tially meet all of* these criteriao 

Fifteen perceptual studies similar to this study were reviewed. 
Each stu.'iy contained oz^e or more of the elements of perception included 
ir» this study, ' Tlie findings were presented ^a(l discussed, . Dlf fcorences 



and similarities in the findings were noted « 
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' Hypotheses 'of the Study 
Within the context of the theoretical concept of perception, 
with a knov7ledge of the results of fifteen si^milar studies, and in pur- 
suit of the objectives of" this study, the following hypotheses are 
presented: - - - - 

lo There is no significant difference between the, county c.onimission- 
ers from the fifteen most rural counties and the county commis- 
sioners from the fifteen most urban counties concerning the fol- 
lowing eight selected personal and social characteristics: (1) 
number of years as a commissioner (tenure), (2) main occupation, 
(3) level of education, (4) age, (5) residential background, (6) 
involveraent in Extension programs and/or activities, (7) percep- 
tion of the economic value of agriculture to the county, and (8) 
familiarity with the Cooperative Extension Service o 

2. There is no association between the county commissioners from the 
fifteen most rural counties and the county commissioners from the 
.fifteen most urban counties concerning their perception of the- 
relativG importance of selected content and clientele of 
Cooperative Extension Service programs in agriculture, home eco- 
nomics, and 4-H (youth work). _ 

3o Tliere is no association betx^;een eight selected personal and so- 
■ cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen 

most rural counties and their perception of the relative impor- 
tance of selected Extension program content. 

4. There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
^cial characteristics .of the county commissioners from the fifteen, 
most urban counties and their perception of the relative impor- 
tance of selected Extension program content, 

5o There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen 
most rural and^the fifteen most urban counties and their percep- 
tion of the rela» ive importance of selected Extension program 
content. 

6o There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen 
most rural counties and their- perception of the relative impor- 
tance of selected Extension program clienteleo 

7. There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fiftee-n 
most urban counties and their perception of tue relative impor- 
tance of selected Extension program clientele. 



There is no associiition between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen 
most rural and the fifteen most urban counties and their percep- 
tion of the relative importance of selected Extension program, 
clientele. ' 



CHAPTER III 



. . METHODOLOGY 

This chapter presents the research procedures used in this 
study. Sections included in this chapter are Population, Preparation 
of the Instrument, Pretesting the Instrument, Collection of Data, and 
Analysis of Data. 

Population 

Respondents in this ptudy were county commissioners from thirty 
counties in Florida o The couiities were divided into two groups, the 
-fifteen most rural counties and the fifteen most urban counties accord- 
ing to definition given in the 1970 Census of Population-Florida . In 
actuality, however, the sixteen most rural and the sixteen most urban 
counties v/ere involved because one county in each group refused to par- 
ticipate, causing the researcher to move to the next county in order. 
All counties involved had active Extension agricultural, home economics, 
and youth programs within the immediate past twelve months prior to the 
survey* The total population was 166 county commissioners. One hundred 
and fifty county commissioners participated in the study, ^.roviding a 
90o3 percent response*. A majority of county commissioners responded' in 
each countyo The study included the total population, rather than a 
sample. 
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Preparation of the Instrunent 
A questionnaire composed of three parts v/as developed for this 
study. The first part V7as designed to identify selected personal and 
social characteristics (independent variables) of the county connnission- 
ers. The second part was designed to determine count}'- commissioners' 
perception (dependent variable) of the relative importance of selected 
Extension program content. The third part was designed to determine 
county commissioners' perception (dependent variable) of the relative 
importance of selected Extension program clientele^ Both program con- 
tent and clientele were presented under sub-headings of agriculture, 
home economics, and 4-H (3'outh work). With one possible exception 
(main occupation), the entire' quest ionnaire was structured such that the 
respondent merely checked or circled his choice of an an^sv/er. There 
were no open-end questions. Questionnaires from several previous studies 
were reviewed. The questionnaire involved in this stud3r followed the 
type used by Torrance (1970) * 

Pretesting the Instrument 
The questionnaire was reviewed by three Florida Cooperative 
Extension Service district agents, four members of the Extension program 
development and evaluation staff, and revised three times before pre- 
testing. The instrument wf^s pretested in July, 1972, by four county 
commissioners in each of tvjo different counties. After completing the 
questionnaire the county commissioners were asked if the questionnaire 
were clear and understandable. They all responded affirmatively with 
only one minor consideration suggested by one county comn\issioner . The 
questionnaire was then analy^ied further and prepared in final form. 

ERLC 
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Collection of Data 
The County Extension Director in each of the comities involved 
iij the study v/as supplied v/ith questionnaires, complete with instruc- 
tions and an envelope in which to seal the completed questionnaire, to 
take to the County l.^anager. County Administrator, or Clerk for the 
Loard of County Conimi£ sioners and request his assistance in administer- 
ing the questionnaire directly to the county commissioners. This sys- 
tem V7orked very v:ell with only fev; exceptions prompting the researcher 
to administer the questionnaire directly to the ^.ounty commissioners. 
A district agent colleague administered ::he questionnaire to two county 
couimissioners in one cuanty in his district. The questionnaires were 
returned to the v/riter by mail except in t:hose few instances in vjhich 
they were collected directly by the researcher or his colleague. 

Analysis of Data 
The questionnaires were pre-coded for computer tabulation. Upon 
receipt of the completed questionnaires they v;ere edited for complete- 
ness* When all questionnaires were collected the data were punched onto 
IBM cards and analyzed at the University of Florida's Computing Center. 
The instrument was designed to allow responses to be quantified to pro- 
vide greater use of statistical techniques in the interpretation of the 
data. 

Statistical techniques employed included frequency distributions, 
percentages, the chi-square test, and the Spearman rank correlation co- 
efficient. A simple scoring system was used to place a quantitative 
value on replies that wore primarily of a qualitative natureo Tlie fol- 
lowing illustration is an ex.-^h'.ple of the system employed: 

O 
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. . unimportant 

2 - not very important 

3 r neutral 

4 - important 

5 - very important. . ■ • . • • , 
Whete rank orders v/ere desired they V7ere based on total scores which 
were obtained by multiplying the number of respop.dents selecting a par- 
ticular respoiise times its assigned value. 

Frequency distributions and percentages were used to present the 
various elements ot the count}'' commissioners' personal data as well as 
the elements of perception by county commissioners from both rural and 
urban counties. Rank order scores were used for comparison between ru- 
rsl and -urban counties,- using Spearman's rho for rank correlation 
(Siegel, 1955, pp. 202-213). The chi-square test was used to test the 
significance of relationship between the independent arid dependent vari- 
ables. Statistical analysis was based upon the ,05 level of significance 
hov/ever, all probability values for .Chi square have been indicated in the 
tables. 



CHAPTER IV 
. DATA ANATaYSIS 

The purpose of this chapter is to identify and compare eight 
selected personal and social characteristics of county commissioners 
from Florida's fifteen most rural and fifteen most urban counties; 
to describe the perceptions of the county comiTiiss ioners from both rural 
and urban counties concerning the relative importance of selected con- 
tent and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs; and, to 
present data testing the eight hypotheses identified in Chapter II, 

Personal and Social Characteristics of County Commissioners 

Introduction 

This section id'Bntifies and compares eight selected personal 
and social characteristics of the county commissioner respondents in- 
volved in the study » 

The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
significant difference between the, county commissioners from the. f ifteen 
most rural counties and the county commissioners from the fifteen v.ios t 
urban counties concerning the following ei?^ht selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics: (1) number of years as a commissioner (^tenure), 
(2) m nin occupation, (3) level of education, (4) ag;e, (5) residential 
background, (6) involvement in Extension programs and/or activities, 

(7) percept ion of the economic value of agriculture to the county and, 

(8) familiarity v^ith the Cooperative Extension Service, 
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Tenure as a County Commissioner 

Over one-half of the coiraiiiss ioners from urban counties had 
served less than four years as opposed to one- third of the commissioners 
from rural counties. Thirty seven percent of the commissiouers from 
rural counties had served between four and eight years as opposed -to - ap- 
proximately twenty seven percent of thfe- commissioners from urban coun- 
ties: Tc-jenty nine percent of the cbmmTs sio.ner%^^^^ rural counties 

had served over eight years while approximately twenty percent of the 
•commissioners from urban counties had served over eight years. 

As shovm in Table 7, the null hypothesis of no difference be- 
tween commissioners from rural and urban counties as related to tenure 
as a county commissioner cannot be rejected. 

TABLE 7. — Classification of County Commissioners by Tenure 

Rural Urban 
Tenure-years Frequency Distribution Frequency Distribution 





(number) 


(percent) 


(number) 


(percent) 


Less than 4 years 


■24 


33.3 


41 


52.6 


4 to 8 years 


27 


37.5 

1 


21 


26.9 


Over 8 years 


21 


29.2 


16 


20.5 


Total 


72 


lOOoO 


78 


100.0 



= 5.641 d.f. '= 2 Not Significant at .05 level 
Main Occupation 

A factor that might logically have considerable influence upon 
a county commissioner's perception is his main or primary occupation. 
Approximately sixty one percent of the county commissioners from rural 
counties x^rere engaged in occupations relating .to agriculture whereas 



this X'jas true for only about fourteen percent of the commissioners from 
urban counties. Almost one-half of the commissioners from urban coun- 
ties were non-agricultural businessmen while approximately twenty per- 
cent of the conunissioners from rural counties were engaged in non-agri- 
cultural business as a main occupation. Approximately thirteen percent 
of the commissioners from rural counties were engaged in professional 
occupations as contrasted to nineteen percent of those from urban coun- 
ties* 

As sho\m in Table 8, the null hypothesis of no difference be- 
tween commissioners from rural and urban counties as related to main oc- 
cupation can be rejected at the .01 level of significance. 

TABLE 8 • --Classification of county commissioners by main occupation 



Rural Urban 
Main Occupation Frequency Distribution Frequency Distribution 
(number) (percent) (number) (percent) 



Businessman 
(non-agr icul tural) 


14 


19.5 


?.8 


48.7 


Businessman 
(agricultural related) 


15 


20.8 


8 


10.3 


Farmer 


29 


40.3 


3 


3.9 


Professional 


9 


12.5 


15 


19.2 


Other- 


-1 


6.9 


14 


17.9 


Total 


72 


100 . 0 


78 


100.0 


x2 =39.919 d.f. - 


4 


Significant at 


.01 level 




Level of Formal Education 











Almost seventy one percent of the commissioners from rural coun- 
ties had a hiah school education or less. Eighteen percent attended 
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college less than four years while only eleven percent attended colleger- 
four or more years. In contrast, approximately twenty two percent of 

the coiraiissiotie::?? from urban co 'nties had a high school education or- 

♦ 

less while about thirty six percent attended college less 'than four 
years and forty, two percent attended college four or more years. 

As shov7n in Tabl^ 9, the null hypothesis of no difference be- 
tween coinmissipnerr from rural and urban counties as related to level of 
formal education can bo rejected at the .01 level of significance. 

TABLE -9. --Classification of county commissioners by level of formal ^ 
• education 

Rural Urban 
Level of Formal Frequency DitJ ^ribution Frequency Distribution 
Educa t ion (number) (perc nt) (number) (percent) 













Less than high 
school 


24 


33.3 


2 


2.6 


High school but 
no college 


27 


37,5 


15 ' 


19.2 . 


Some college but 
less than 4 years 


13 


• 18.1 


28 ' 


35.9 


Four years or more 
of college 


-A 


.i 

llA 


33 


42,3 


Total 

./ , 


72 


100.0 


78 


100.0 


= 42.604 ^. d.f. 


= 3 


Significant at .01 


level 




Age 






■ ,) 




Over -eighty percent of 


the county commissioners from 


both rural 


and urban counties were 


between thirty one and si 


xty years of age. A 


relatively small nuvaber 


( 

of commissioners from both rural and 


urban coun- 


ties were thirty years i 


of age 1 


or younger v?hile a 


slightly higher per- 


centage of comjnissioners from 


rural * counties were 


ov.er sixty years of 



r 
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age. , " 

As shown in Table 10, the null hypothesis o£ no difference be- . 



tv/een commissioners 


from rural and urban counties 


as related 


to age can-- 


not be rejected at 


the .05 level of 


significance . 






TABLE 10. — Classification of county 


commiss ioners 


by age 






Rural 




Urban 


Age 


Frequency Distribution 


Frequency Distribution 




(number) 


(percent) 


(number) 


(percent) 


45 years or younger 


22 


30,6 


35 


44,8 


46 to 60 years 


38 


52.8 


35 


44,8 


61 years or older 


12 


16,6 


^8^ 


10.4 


Total 


72 


100,0 


78 


100,0 



X = 3,654 d.f, ='2 Not Significant at ,05 lavel 



Residential Background 

Approximately eighty eight percent of the commissioners from 
rural counties stated they had spent the most significant portion of 
their life either on a farm or in a rural non-farm environment. In con- 
trast, only about tv/enty tvjo percent of the commissioners from urban 

.i 

counties vrere in this category. On the other hand, sixty nine percent 
of the commissioners from urban counties spent the most significant por- 
tion of their life in toT<nas with a population of over 10,000 persons. 
Less than two percent of the commissioners from rural counties were in 
this category. A comparable percentage of commissioners from both rural 
and urban counties said they spent the most significant portion of their 
life in tovms with a population up to 10,000 persons. 

As shovm in Table 11, the null hypothesis of no difference 



between commissioners from rural and urban counti.es as related to resi- 
dential background can be" rejected at the ,01 level of significance. 



TABLE 11, --Classification of count)'^ commissioners by residential - 
,.. . background 



Residential 



Rural 

Frequency -Distribution 



Urban 

Frequency Distribution 



On a farm 


39 


54,2 


7 


9.0 


Rural, but iiot 
on a farm 


24 


33.3 


10 


12.8 
9.0 


Town up to 
10,000 persona 


8 


11.1 


7 


Town over 
10,000 persons 


_1 


1.4 


54 


69.2 


Total 


72 


100.0 ■ 


78 


100.0 



= 79.051 d.f, = 3 C-Vgnificant at ,01 level 



Involvement in Extension Programs and/or Activities / < 

A factor that could logically be considered to influence a coun- 
ty commissioner's perception of Cooperative* Extension Seirvice programs 
is the degree to vjhich he has been directly involved in Extension pro- 
grams and activities. Approximately one- third of the commissioners from 
urban counties stated they had not been directly involved in Extension 
programs and /or activities in contrast to only fifteen percent of those 
from^i'ural counties, k': the same time, twenty seveu percent of the com- 
missioners from urban counties had been involved in Extension programs 
and/or activities '*a lot'^ in contrast "to only eighteen percent of * those 
from rural counties. Sixty seven percent of the commissioners from/ru- 
ral counties and forty four percent of those from urban counties stated 
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they had ""^^.en directly involved in Extension programs and/or activities 
"some." Over seventy percent of the commissioners Erpm both rural and 
urban counties' had been involved directly in Extension programs and/or 
activities . 

As sho\m in Table 12, the null hy:pothesis ,of no difference be- 
tween commissioners, from rural and urban coun -;es as related to involve- 
ment in Extension programs anu/or activities can be. rejected at the .02 
level of significance: ' 



TABLE 12 . --Classification of county commissioners by extent of direct 
involvement in Extension programs ard/or activities 



Involvement 


Rural 
Frequency Dis 
(number) 


tribution 
(percent) 


Urban 

Frequency Distribution 
(number) (percent) 


None 


ll' 


15.3 


23 


29.5 


Some 


48' 


66.7 


34 


43.6 


A lot 


13 


18.0 


21 


26,9 


Total 


72 


100.0 


78 


100.0 



= 8.281 d.t. = 2 Significant at .02 level 



Perceived Economic Value of Agriculture to the County 

Tlie perceived economic value of agriculture to the county is 
another factor that coulcl 'logically be expected to relate directly to a 
county commissioner's perception df Extension programs. An almosc iden- 
tical percentage, approximately three percent, of the commissioners from 
both rural and urban counties perceived the economic value of agriculture 
to their county as "of little importance, leaving approximately ninety 
seven percent of both groups perceiving the value of agriculture to the 
county as "important" or "very important." * 
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As shown in Table 13, the null h^-poiihas-^'o o'; no diffex-once be- 
tween conmiissioners from irural and urban coa;:ties as related to per- 
ceived econojnic value of agriculture to the county cannot be rejected at 
the -05 level of significance. 

TABLE 13, --Classification of county commissioners by perceived economic 
,J value of agriculture to the county 

^ Rural Urban 

Perceived Economic Frequency Distribution Frequency Distribation 



Value of Agriculture 


(number) 


(percent) 


(number) 


(percent) 


Of little Importance 


2 


2.8 


2 


2,6 


Important 


16 


22,2 


29 


'37.2 


levy important 


54 


75,0 


47 


' 60.2 


Total • 


72 


100,0 


78 


100,0 



= 3.060 d.f, = 1 Not Significant: at .05 level 

F amiliarity VJith the Cooperative Extension Service 

Althou£^. previous data have reflected county commissioners^ di- 
rect involvement in Extension programs, it is possible for county commis- 
sioners to be familiar with the Cooperative Extension Service, to vary- 
ing degrees, without actually being directly involved in Extension's pro- 
grams and/or activities. The majority of the commissioners from both 
rural and urban countiec said they were "familiar*' with Extension, A 
comparable percentage from both groups said they were "very familiar" 
\f±th Extension. A higher percentage of conmiissioners from urban coun- 
ties (twenty six percent) than those from rural counties (seventeen per- 
cent) said they were "not very familiar" with the Cooperative Extension 
Service, 

Er|c 
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As shovm ill TaMo 14, the null hypothesis of no difference be- 
tween commissioaers froiTi rural and urban counties as related to famil- 
iarity with the CooperCitivG Extension Service cannot be rejected at the 
.05 level of significance. 

TABLE 14. --Classification of county commissioners by familiarity vith 

the Cooperative Extension Service 

Rural Urban 
Familiarity With Frequency Distribution Frequency Distribution 



Extension Service 


(number) 


(percent) 


(number) 


(percent) 


Not very familiar 


12 


16.7 


20 


25.6 


Familiar 


46 


63.9 


40 


51.3 


Very familiar 


14 


19.4 


18 


23.1 


Total 


. 72 


100.0 


78 


100.0 



= 2.683 d.f. =2 l\ot Significant at .05 level 

S ummary 

County' commiss ioners from rural and urban counties showed vary 
similar personal and social characteristics in some respects but were 
very different in others. Tliere V7as no significant difference in ten- 
ure as a county commissioner, age, perceived economic value of agricul- 
ture to the county, and familiarity with the Cooperative Extension 
Service. There was a significant difference, however, in main occupa- 
tion, level of formal education, residential background, and extent of 
direct involvement in Extension programs and/or activities • 

A look at the typical county commissioner from rural and urban 
counties helps put the above data in perspective. The typical count}^ 
commissioner from the ;rural counties involveo in this study was betv;een 
46 and 60 years of age with almob't equal chances that he vvras serving 
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his first, sccondj tliird, or moi-e term as a county commissioner. There 
v;as a very strong-: pr"o!)abi.iity that he was either a farmer or engaged in 
an agriculturally related b'vsiness. In most iBStances he spent the most 
significant portion of his life on a farm or ia a rural non-farm area 
and did not attend college. He fjlt very str-ongiy that agriculture was 
very important to the economy of the county, had been directly involved 
in Extension programs and/or activities, though not a lot, and considered 
that he was familiar with the Cooperative Extension Service, though not 
"very familiar." 

On thfe other hand, the typical county conimiss ioner from the ur- 
ban counties involved in this study vas between 31 and 60 years of ago 
with th'^ probability very strong that he had served less than four years 
as a county commissioner. The probability was also very strong that he 
V7as not a farmer or engaged in an agriculturally related business. He 
V7as probably a businessman or engaged in a professional occupation. ' He 
spent the most significant portion of his life in a toxm w-uth a popula- 
tion over 10,000 persons and attended college, probably four or.tnore 
years. He felt that agriculture was very important to the economy of 
his county though not as strongly as a commissioner from a rural county. 
He had been directly involved in Extension programs "some," though not 
"a lot," and there vas about one chance in three that he had not been in- 
volved at all. He perceived that he was familiar with the Cooperative 
Extensica Service, ^_hough not "very familiar," and chances were about 
oi^e in four that he was "not very familiar" v/ith Extension. 
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Relative Importance Sc^'V.^ctad Content and Clie.itele 
of Extension Programs as Perceived 
by Count* Commissioners 

This section contdins a rank order distr?lbution of sclr^cced con- 
tent and clientele o*^ Iilxtension programs as perceived by county rommis- 
sioners from rurcnl and urban counties. The rank orders v;ere based on 
total scores which were obtained by :;»altiplying the number of respond- 
ents selecting a particular response on the questionnaire times the 
value assigned to the response. The rank order scores were used for 
comparison and for correlation using Sijearman's rho for rank correla- 
tion (Siegel, 1956, ppo 202-213). * • 

The null hypothesis rela^:ing to this section was: There is no 
association betx^een the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural 
counties and the county commissione rs from the fifteen most urban coun- 
ties concerning?; their perception of the relative importance of selected 
content and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs iu agri- 
culture^ home economics, and 4-H (youth work). 

Agricultural Subjects 

Table 15 showt? a rank order distribution of agricultural subjects 
as perceived by commissioners from rural and urban counties. The com- 
missioners from rural -"ounties ranked "production of agricultural pro- 
ducts*V first while the urban commissioners rankeH '^proper use and con- 
servation, of natural resources" first. Both rural and urban commission- 
ers were in agreement In ranking "marketing of agricultural products" 
second. Both groups were in reasonably close agreement in their percep- 
tion of the importance of "land use planning." Urban commissioners 
ranked it third v/hile rural commissioners ranked it fourth, giving third 
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plac'j to "proper use and coi' i::rvat ion of xiatural resources." jioth 
groups V7erG in almost complete agreement in placing "agricultural labor 
relations'' and "lawns, plants, and trees in the yard" in ninth and tenth 
positions. * ..,1 

As shov7n in Table 15^ the null hypothesis of no association be- 
tween coinmissioners from rural and urban counties concerning agricultura 
subjects can be rejected at the .01 level of significance* 

Home Economics Subjects. 

Table 16 shows a rank order distribution of home economics sub- 
jects as perceived by commissioners from rural and urban counties. Ru- 
ral and urban commissioners simply reversed their first and second 
choice concerning the importance of iiome economics subjects. -Rural com- 
missioners gave "job preparation" first place while urban commissioners 
placed it second. On the other hand, urban commissioners placed "foods 
and nutrition" first while rural commissioners placed it second. Both 
groups v/ere in agreement in placing "leadership development" third. 
Both groups were in almost complete agreement in placing "cultural arts" 
and "renovating furniture" in ninth and tenth positions. 

Ai.^ si^oTO in Table 16, the null hypothesis of no association be- 
tween commissioners from rural and urban counties concerning home eco- 
nomics subjpc:ts can be rejected at the .001 level of significance* 

4-H (Youth Work) Subjects 

Table 17 shows a rank order distribution of 4-H (youth v7ork) sub 

4 

jects as perceived by commissioners from rural and urban counties. Ru- 
ral commissioners ranked "understanding public issues" first while urban 
commissioners ranked It third. On the other hand, urban commissioners 
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ranked "understanding and improving the cnvironir.ent" first V7hile rural 
commissioners placed it . in a seventh place tie position. The vjidest di- 
versity betv7een the tv70 groups had to do with the subjects ^'agricultural 
skills for boys^' and ^'understanding and improving the environment/' The 
closest agreement betv/een the tv70 group's involved the subject ^'career 
exploration*' which both groups placed in tenth position. 

As sho™ in Table 17, the null hypothesr.o of no association be- 
tween the commissioners from rural and urban counties concerning 4-H 
(youth vjork) subjects cannot be rejected at the ,05 level of signifi- 
cance. 

Agricultural Groups ' 

Table 18 shows a rank order distribution of agricultural groups 
as perceived by coiiunissioners from rural and urban counties-. There is 
very close agreement in the perception of commissioners from rural and 
urban counties concerning agricultural groups. In fact, the two commis- 
sionei^ groups were in complete agreement in ranking the first, second, 
third, and fourth place clientele groups. These groups are ^^average 
size family farmers," ''small subsistence (low income) farmers," "agri- 
cultural commodity organizations," and "homeo^mers , " respectively o The 
V7idest diversity in the perception of t'^.e two groups had to do with 
"agribusiness firms*.' V7hich rural commissioners ranked fifth and urban 
commissioners ranked eighth « 

As sho^m in Table 18, the null hypothesis of no association be- 
tween commissioners from rural and urban counties concerning their per- 
ception of home economics clientele can be rejected at the aOOl level 
of significance. - ^ 
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Home Economics Groups 

Table 19 shovjs a ?:ank order distribution of home economics 
groups as per^ceived by commissioners from rural and urban counties. The 
two conitnissioner groups were in complete agreement in their choice oJ: 
"farm homemakers" for top priority. Urban commissioners ranked "low in- 
come homemakers" second v/hile rural commissioners ranked this group 
third. ■ Rural commissioners ranked "senior citizens" second while urban 
commissioners placed, this group in a tie position ^or third place.. The 
widest diversity between the' tv/o groups was found in the urban commis- 
sioners ' ranking of "homemakers from minority groups" in a third p^ace 
tie position while rural commissioners ranked this group sixth. Both 
commissioner groups were in complete agreement in ranking "upp6r income 
.homemakers" in tenth position. 

As shown in Table 19, the null hypothesis of no association be- 
txi/een commissioners from rural and urban counties concerning the rela- 
tive importance of home economics clientele can be rejected at the .001 
level of significance. • 

4-H (Youth Work) Groups 

Table 20 shows a rank order distribution of 4-H (youth work) 
groups as perceived by commissioners from rural and urban counties. 
Commissioners from both tural and urban counties were in a'greement that 
"farm youth" make up the most important group to be involved in Extension 
youth programs. They were also in agreement that second priority should 
be given to '^all youth between 9 and 19 years of age." The two groups 
were almost in agreement with the third priority group being "low in- 
come youth." Commissioners from rural counties placed this group third 
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while commissioners from ufban counties placed "low income youth" 
fourth, behind *'all youth 7 to 19 years of age." 

As shov/n in Table 20, the null hypot^hesis 'of no association be- 
tween commissioners from rural and urban counties concerning their per- 
ception of the relative importance of youth clientele groups can be re- 
jected at the .01 level of significance. 

Summary 

With the exception of one area, content of Extension programs 
for youth, the null hypothesis of no association between the county 
commissioners from the fifteen most rural counties and the county com- 
missioners from the fifteen most urban counties concerning their percep- 
tion of the relative importance of selected content and clientele of 
Extension programs in agriculture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) 
can be r^ejected. This indicates that with the exception of youth pro- 
gram content the commissioners from both groups were in general agree- 
ment in their perception of the relative importance of selected content 
and clientele of Extension programs. 
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Association of Personal and Social Characteristics of County Conirtiiss lon- 
ers With Their Perception of tlie Relative Importance of Selected Content 
and Clientele of Cooperative Extension Service Programs 

The purpose of this section is to show the association between 
eight personal and social characteristics (independent variables) of the 
rural and urban commissioners and their perception of the relative im- 
portance of selected content and clientele o.f Extension programs (de- 
pendent variable). 

The independent variables are: (1) number of years^ as a county 
commissioner (tenure), (2) main occupation, (3) level of formal educa- 
tion, (4) age, (5) residential background, (6) involvement in Extension 
programs and/or. activities , (7) perceived economic value of agriculture 
to the county, and (8) familiarity with the Extension Service. 

Introduction 

As previously indicated in Chapter II, perception is influenced 

considerably by the experience and environment of an individual. The 

eight independent variables in this study are considered by the research 

er to relate to a commissioner's experience and environment and, there- 

■ . ■ ■ ■ / 

fore, to influence his perception of the content and clientele of 

Extension programs. , 

The association of the independent and dependent variables was 

analyzed using chi-square techniques, Chi-square values were computed 
. { ■ . ■ 

from 'actual numerical frequencies. In the chi-square computations N 
; f or rural counties was 72, N for urban counties was 7i3, and N for rural 
and urban counties (total) was .150. When the expected frequencies ueve 
computed to be less than five, categories were collapsed, . This was 
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necessary in a number of cases as frequencies Ts^ere disproportionately 
low in the "uniniportant" and ''not very important'^ categories. In some 
instances the frequencies were so. distributed in the chi-square table 
that it was impossible to coll^apse categories arid properly perform a 
chi-square analysis. Chi-square tables in which statistical signifi- 
cance was found are presented in Appendix C. . 

Program Content--Rural Counties 
The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
association between eight selected personal and social characteristics '^ 
of the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural counties and 
their perception of the relative importance of selected Extension 
program content . Program content was divided into three areas--agricul 
ture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with ten elements (subjects) 
in each area. 

Agricultural Subjects 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 

f. — " * ■ ■ ■ 

elements of the dependent variable agricultural program content as per- 
ceived_by_the commissioners from rural counties is shoxm in Table 21. 

^ T enure : There was a significant association between tenure and 
the agricultural subjects ''management of " timber lands" .and "land use 
planning." 

Eight and three-tenths percent of the commissioners with tenure 
less £han four years rated management of timberlands very important 
while 91.7 percent rated it less than very important. Of those commis- 
sAoners with tenure betxi7een four and eight years , 48.1 percent, rated 
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this subject very important and 51 • 9 percent rated it less than very 
important. Management of timberlands was rated very important by 42.9 
percent of those commissioners with tenure over eight years with 57.1 
percent of this group rating the subje^^t less than very important. 

Of the commissioners vxith less than four years tenure as a 
commissioner, 33.3 percent rated land use planning very important V7hile 
66.7 percent of this group rated this subject less than very important. 
In contrast, 74.1 percent of those commissioners with tenure between 
four and eight years rated land use planning very important and 25.9 
percent rated it less than very important,. Forty two and nine-tenths 
percent of the commissioners with tenure over eight years rated this 
subject very important with 57.1 percent rating it less than very im- 
portant. 

Main Occupation : There was a significant association between 
main occupation and the agricultural subject "management of timberlands. 
This subject was rated very important by 7.1 percent of the commission- 
ers whose main occupation was non-agricultural businessman which group 
also rated the subject less than very impoirtaiti: at the 92.9 percent 
level. Forty three and two-tenths percent of the farmers and agricul- 
tural related businessmen rated management of timberlands very impor- 
tant v?hile 56.8 percent rated it less than very important. Of those 
commissioners whose main occupation was professional or "other," 28.6 
percent rated the subject very important and 71,4 percent rated it less 
than very important. 

Level of Education : There was no significant association be- 
tween level of .formal education and the ten agricultural subjects. 
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Age : There X'/as a significant association between age and the 
agricultural subjects "production of agricultural products," "lax-ms, 
plants, and trees in the yard," and "management of timberlands ." 

Fifty nine and one-tenth percent of the commissioners who were 
forty five years of age or undar rated production of agricultural pro- 
ducts very important while 40,9 percent rated it less than very impor- 
tant • Of those conunissioners who were over forty five years of age, 
86.0 percent rated this subject very important and 14.0 percent rated 
it less than very important. 1 

Laxms, plants, and trees in the yard was rated important and 
very important by 45.5 percent of the coinmissioners who were forty five 
years of age or under however 54.5 percent rated this subject less than 
important. Seventy four percent of those commissioners over forty five 
years of age rated this subject important and vfery important while 26.0 • 
percent rated it less than important. 

Of those commissioners forty five years of age and under, 13.6 
percent rated management of timberlands . very important and 86.4 percent 
rated it less than very important. This subject was rated very' impor- 
tant by 42.0 percent of the commissioners over forty five with 58. n per- 
cent rating it less than very important. 

Residential Background : There was a " significant association 
between residential background and the agricultural subjects "lams, 
plants, and trees in the yard" and "proper use and conservation of nat- 
ural resources." 

Sixty and three-tenths percent of the commissioners with fam or' 
rural non-farm backgrounds rated lax^ns, plants, and trees in the ycrd 
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irnpo?:tant or very importaiit x-^hile 39*7 percent rated it less than impor- 
tant. One hundred percent of the coinmissioners x>7ith "tomi" residential 
backgrounds rated this subject important or very important.- 

Of tho5?e ccinmisyioners with fann or rural non-f arm backgrounds , 
52.4 percent rated proper use and conservation of natural resources very 
important and 47<6 percent rated it less than very important. In con- ' 
trast 5, one- hundred percent of the" commissioners with "toxm'^ backgrounds 
rated this subject very important. 

; ■ • ■ ■ ■ ■ . \ 

InvolvemenLt in Ext e nsion Programs : There V7as no sigriricant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs ard/or actiy-ities 
and the ten agricultural subjects. .. . 

. . Economic Value of Agriculture t o ■<;;ounty : There was a significant 
association betx>7een perceived economic value of agriculture to the coun- 
ty and the agricultural subjects- "production of agricultural products" 
and "marketing of agricultural products." \, : 

Fifty percent of the commissioners who perceived the economic 
value of agriculture to the county as of little importance to important 
rated production of agricultural products very important and fifty per- 
cent rated it less^ than very important. On the other hand^ 87<0 percent 
of the commissioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture to 
the county to be very important rated the production of agricultural 
products very important with 13.0 percent rating it less than very im-. 
portant . ' 

Fifty percent of the commissioners v7ho perceived the economic 
value o£ agriculture to be of little importance to important rated mar- 
keting of . agricultural products very important and fifty percent rated.; 



it lesp. than very important. In contrastj ^79.6 percent of the coniinis- 
oioners. x^ho perceived the economic value of agriculture to the county 
,as very importarxt rated marketing of agricultural products very impor- 
tant while 24.4 percent of this group rated this subject less than very 
important. , . - . , 

Familiarity With Extension Service : Tliere was no significant 
association between familiarity with the Extension Service and the ten f 
agricultural subjects. 

- ' ' . ' . ■ ' ■ • " 

Home Economics Subjects . 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable home economics program content r as 
perceived by the commissioners from* rural counties is shown in Table 22. 

Tenure : There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten home economics sub jects. 

Main Occupation :. There was a significant association between 
main occupation and the home economics sub ject "leadership development*" 
This subject was rated very important by 21.4 percent of the, commisWon- 
ers V7hose main occupation was non-agricultural businessman and 78«6 per- 
cent of whom rated the subject less than very important. Thirty six and 
four-tenths percent ^.pf the farmers and agricultural.; related businessmen 
rated leadership development very important and 63.6 percent rated it 
less than very important.' Of the commissioners whose main. occupation 
was professional or "other," 71,4 percent rated the subject very impor-, 
tant and. 28.6 percent rated it less than very important. 

Level of Education : There was no significant association be- .. 
tween level of formal education and the ten home economics subjects. 
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Age ; There was a significant association between age' and the 

home economics subject ''cultural arts." Of the coimnissioners forty 

five years of age and under, 22,7 percent rated cultural arts important 

or very important, 63,7 percent rated' it. neutral and 13,6 percent rated. 

it unimportant or not very important. In contrast., 50,0 percent of the 

commissioners over forty five years of age rated this- subject important 

or very important, 24,0 percent rated' it neutral and 26.0 percent rated 

it unimportant or not very important. 

Residential Background : There was a significant association be- 

i 

tween residential background and the subject "job preparation," T^venty . 
two and seven-tenths percent of the commissioners with a farm or rural 
non-farm background rated job preparation very important while 58, 7 per- 
cent rated it less than very important. In contrast , 88, 9 percent of 
' the commissioners .with a "town" background rated this subject very im- 
portant and 11,1 percent rated it less than. very important,. 

Involvement .in Extension Programs : Tliere was no significant as- 
sociation -between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten' home economics subjects. 

Economic Va l ue of Agriculture to County : There was no signifi- 
cant association between economic value of agriculture to the county and 
the ten home economics sub jects , 

Familiarity With Extension SerA/ice : Tliere. was no significant 
association between familiarity with the Extension Service and the ten 
home economics subjects, 

4-H (Youth Work) Subjects 

A suiranary^oj!' association of independent , variables with the ten 
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elements of the dependent variable 4r-H (youth work) program content as 
perceived by the coTnuiissioners from rural counties is shovm in Table 23- 

Tenure : There v/as no significant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Main Occupation : Ttiere was a significant association between 
Tnain occupation and the 4-H (youth work) ' subiect "understanding econom- 
ics and the American business system." Tt-Jenty one and four-tenths per- 
cent of the non-agricultural busiaessnien rated this subject very impor- 
tant while 78,6 percent rated it less than very important. Thirty 
eight and six -tenths percent of the fanners or agricultural related bus- 
inessmen rated the subject very important and 61.4 percent .rated it less 
than very important. Seventy ,orie and four-tenths percent of the profes- 
sional and "other" commissioners rated this stibject very important while 
28.6 percent rated It: less than very important. 

Level of Education : Tliere was no significant, association be- 
tween level of formal educat-^on and the ten- 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Age.: 'There was significant association between age and the 
ten 4-H (youth work)' s n;jecJ:s. 

PGsjj ential Ba cki ^round : There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Involvement in Extension Programs : ThePe was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was no. signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriciilture to the 
county and the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 
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Familiarity With Extens-ion Service : ITiere was no significant . 
association between familiarity with the Extension Service and the ten 
4-H (youth v7ork) subjects. . - 

Summary ' 

This hypothesis can be partially rejected in that fourteen of 
the 240 combinations of independent variables and commissioners' per- 
ception of selected Extension program content were statistically signi- 
ficant. The significant associations are summarized in. Tables 21, 22, 
and 23.- . ' i 

' Prograiii Content--Urban Counties 
The null hypothesis relating to this, section was: There is no 
association between eight selected personal and social characteristic s 
of the county coimiiissioners from the fifteen most urban counties and 
their perception of the relative importance of selected Extension pro- 

- . • •■ . ■■ ■ 

£rg m content . Program content was divided into three areas|-agricul- 
ture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with ten elements (subjects) 
in each area, . 

Agricultural Subjects ■ . 

A summary of assiociation of independent variables with the ten. 
elements of the dependent variable agricultural program content as per- 
ceived by the commi3sioners from urban counties is shoOTi in Table 24. 

Tenure: There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten agricultural subjects; 

Main Occupation : There was no significan,t association between 
main occupation and the ten agricultural" subjects . 
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Level of Education : Tliex-e was a significant association between, 
level of formal education and the agricultui-al subject "marketing of ag- 
ricultural products/' Of those commissioners v;hose formal education was 
high school or less^ 82.4 percent rated marketing of agricultural pro- 
ducts very important V7hile 17,6 percent rated it less than very impor- 
tant* Of those commissioners v7ho attended college, 50.8 percent rated 
this subject very important while 49.2 percent rated it less than very 
important* 

Age : There was no significant association between age and the 
ten agricultural subjects..; 

Residential Background : Tliere was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten agricultural subjects. 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten agricultural subjects. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County ; There was a signifi- 
cant association between the perceived economic value of agriculture to 
the county and the agricultural subjects "production of agricultural 
products "processing of agricultural products," "marketing of agricul- 
tural products," "farm business management," "agricultural labor rela- 
tions," "public affairs education," and "proper use and conservation of 
natural resources." 

Of those commissioners perceiving the economic value of agricul- 
ture to the county as of little importance to important, 22.5 percent 
rated production of agricultural products very important, 58.1 percent 
rated this subject important, and 19.4 percent ratod it less than impor- 
tant. Of those commissioners perceiving the economic value of 
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agriculture to the county as very iraportant, 74,4 percent rrted produc- 
tion of agricultural products as very important, 21.3 percent rated this 
subject important^ and 4.3 percent rated it less than important. 

Within the group, of coimnissioners who perceived the economic 
value of agriculture to the county as of little importance to important, 
16.1 percent rated processing of agricultural products very important, 
48,4 percent rated this subject important vjhile 35.5 percent rated it 
less than important. Of those commissioners v;ho perceived the economic 
value of agriculture as very important, 59.6 percent rated processing of 
agricultural products very important, 29.8 percent rated it important, 
and 10-6 percent rated this subject less than important. 

T\<renty five and eight-tenths percent of the commissioners per- 
ceiving the economic value of agriculture to the county as of little im- 
portance to important rated marketing of agricultural products very im- 
portant while 51.6 percent rated it important. Tc^enty two and six- tenths 
percent rated this subject less than important. Seventy eight and 
seven-tenths percent of the commissioners who perceived the value, of •ig7 
riculture as very important rated marketing of agricultural products 
very important, 19.2 percent rated this subject important x^hile 2,1 per- 
cent rated it less than important. 

With regard to fa-nn business management, 12.9 percent of the 
commissioners perceiving the value of agriculture to the county as of 
little importance to important rated it very important, 74.2 percent 
rated it important, and 12.9 percent rated it less than important. Six- 
ty one and seven-tenths percent, of the commissioners perceiving the 
value of agriculture as very important rated farm business management 
very important, 29.8 percent rated xt important, and 8.5 percent rated 
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it less than important. 

T^velve and nine-tenths percent of the" cbnunissioners who per- 
ceived the value of agriculture to the county as of little importance to 
important rated agricultural labor relations very important, 38.7 per- 
cent rated it important while 48.4 percent rated this subject less than 
important. On the other hand, 46.8 percent of the commissioners per- 
ceiving the value of agriculture as very important rated agricultural 
labor relations very important, 31.9 percent rated it important, and 
21.2 percent rated it less than important. 

Tliirty five and one-half percent of the commissioners with the 
lower evaluation of the economic value of agriculture to the county rat- 
ed public affairs education very important^ 45.2 percent rated it im- 
portant while 19.3 percent rated it less than importanto In contrast, 
59.5 percent of the commissioners with the higher evaluation of agricul- 
ture rated this subject very important , 36.2 percent rated it important, 
and 4.3 percent rated it less than important. 

Of those commissioners who perceived the value of agriculture as 
of little importance to important, 64.5 percent rated proper use and 
conservation of natural resources very important while 35.5 percent 
rated it less than very important. On the other hand, 91.5 percent of 
the commissioners x^^ith the higher evaluation of agriculture rated this 
subject very important with 8.5 percent rating if less than very impor- 
tant . 

Familiarity With Extensio n Service : There was a significant as- 
sociation between familiarity with the Extension Service and the agri- 
cultural subject "production of agricultural products." Of those com- 
missioners who were not very familiar with the Extension Sejrvice, 25.0 
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percent rated production of agricultural products very important while 
75.0 percent rated it less than very important. Sixty percent of the 
conTiTiissioners who v;ere familiar with the Extension Service rateu ':his 
subject very important and 40.0 percent rated it less than very impor- 
tant. Seventy two and tv7o~tenths percent of the commissioners who V7ere- 
very familiar with the Extension Service rated production of agricultur- 
al products very important while 27.8 percent rated it less than very 
important. . 

Home Economics Subject s 

A suiTimary of association of iiidependent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable home economics program content as 
perceived by the commissioners from urban counties is sho\^ in Table 25. 

Tenure : There was a significant association between tenure and 
the home economics subject "clothing construction." Of those commis- 
sioners x\rhose tenure was less than four years^ 51.2 percent rated cloth- 
ing construction important or very important while 48.8 percent rated it 
as less than important. Fifty two and four-tenths percent of the com- 
missioners with tenure between four and eight years rated this subject 
important cr very important and 47.6 percent rated it less than impor- 
tant. Eighty seven and one-half percent of the commissioners who had 
serve^d as^ commissioner over eight years rated clothing construction im- 
portant or very important while 12,5 percent rated it less than impor- 
tant . 

Main Occupation : There was no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten home economics subjects. 

Level of Education ; Qhere was no significant association 
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betv/een level of education and the' ten home economics subjects. 

Age : There \jas no significant association between age and the 
ten home economics subjects. 

Residential Back}3;round ; Tliere was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten home economics subjects. 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was no significant 
association between involvement in Extension programs and the ten hoBie 
economics subjects. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association betvzeen perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the subjects '^leadership development" and "job preparation." 

Of those commissioners v;ho pei^ceived the economic value of agri- 
culture to the county a little importance to important, 19.4 percent 
rated Icac'ership development very important, 54.8 percent rated it im- 
portant, and 25.8 percent rated it less than important. Of those com- 
missioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture to the coun- 
ty as very important, 59,6 percent rated leadership development very im- 
portant, 34.0 percent rated it important, and 6,4 percent rated :lt less 
than important. 

Concerning job preparation, 29.0 percent of the conmiissioriers 
perceiving the value of agriculture as of little importance to important 
rated this subject very important » 51.6 percent rated it important while 
19.4 percent rated it less than important. Of those commissioners who 
perceived a higher economic value of agriculture to the county, 61.7 
percent rated job preparation very important, 31.9 percent rated it im- 
portant, and 6.4 percent rated this subject loss than important. 

Familiarity With Extension Service ; Tliere was no significant' 
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association between familiarity xi/ith the Extension Service and the ten 
home economics subjects. 

4-H (Youth Work) Subjects 

A summary of associatiox": of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable 4-H (youth work) program content as 
perceived by the commissioners from urban counties is shoT^ in Table 26. 

Tenure : There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Main Occupation : Tliere was no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten 4-H (youth v;ork) subjects. 

Level of Education : Tliere was no significant association be- 
tween level of formal education and the ten 4-H (youth work) subj^ects. 

Age : There was no significant association between age and the 
ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Residential Background : There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten 4-H (youth work) subject-s. 

Involvement in Extension Programs ; Tliere was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the subjects "community development," "understanding and im- 
proving the environment/' "understanding public issues," "health' educa- 
tion," and "personal development." 

Of those commiss ioners who perceived the economic value of agri- 
. culture to the county as of little importance to important, 19.4 percent 
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rated coxumunity development very important ^ 61.2 percent rated it impor- 
tant, aixd 19 A percent rated it less than important. In the group OJ: 
conmiissioners whose perception of the economic value of agriculture to 
the county was very important, 46.8 percent rated community development 
very important, 51.1 percent important, and 2.1 percent less than impor- 
tant. 

Concerning the subject "understanding and improving the environ- 
ment," 35.5 percent of the .comiTiissioners with the lovjer evaluation of 
agriculture rated it very important vhile 64.5 percent rated it less 
than very important. Of those commissioners with the higher evaluation 
of agriculture, 70.2 percent rated this subject very important and 29.8 
percent rated it less than very important. 

Thirty t\<fo and three-tenths percent of the commissioners whose 
perception of the value of agriculture was of little importance to im- 
portant rated public issues very important while 67.7 percent rated it 
less than very important. On the other hand, 61.7 percent of the com- 
missioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture as very im- 
portant rated this subject very important and 38.3 percent rated it less 
than very important. 

With regard to the subject "health education," 38.7 percent of 
the commissioners with the lower evaluation of agriculture rated it very 
important while 61.3 percent rated it less than very important. Sixty 
six percent of the commissioners with the higher evaluation of agricul- 
ture rated the subject very important and 34.0 percent rated it less 
than very important. 

T^'7enty nine percent of the commissioners who perceived the eco- 
nomic value of agriculture to the county as of little importance to 
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important rated personal development as- very important, 51.6 percent 
rated it important, and 19.4 percent rated it less than important. Of 
the cominissioiiers v;ho perceived the value of agriculture to be very im- 
portant, 59.6 percent rated personal devel'opment very important , 36.2 
percent rated it important, and 4,3 percent rated this subject less than 
important. 

. Summary r . . • . 

This h^'pothesis can be partially rejected in that seventeen of 
the 240 combinations ^.of independent variables and commissionersi' per- 
ception of selected Extension program content were statistically signi- 
ficant, ' The significant associations are summarized in Tables 24, 25, 
and 26, 

■ ■ _ . ■ . . r : ■■ 

Program Content — Rural and Urban (Total) Counties 
The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
association between eight selected personal and social characteristics 
of the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural and the fifteen 
most urban counties and their perception' of the relative importance of 
selected Extension program con cent . Progran content was divided into 
three areas — agriculture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with ten 
elements (subjects) in each area. 

Agricultural Subjects 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable agricultural program content as per- 
ceived by the commissioners from rural and urban (total) counties is 
shovm in Table 27. 
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Tenure : Tliere vjas no significant association between tenure and 
the ten agricultural subjects. 

Main Occupation : lliere was a significant association between 
main occupation and the following subjects: (1) production of agricul- 
tural products, (2) marketing of agricultural products, (3) farm busi- 
ness management, (4) agricultural labor relations, and (5) proper use 
and conservation of natural resources. 

Fifty five and eight-tenths percent of the non-agricultural bus- 
inessmen rated production of agricultural produci'"^ very important in 
contrast to A4.2 percent who rated this subject less than very impor- 
tant. Seventy eight and two-tenths percent of the comniissioners whose 
main occupation was farming or agricaltural related business rated this 
subject very important V7hile 21.8 percent rated it less than very impor- 
tant. Of those commissioners who held professional and "other" posi- 
tions, 60.5 percent rated the subject very important x^/hile 39.5 percent 
rated it less than very important. ■ • 

Of those commissioners engaged in non-agricultural business, 
53.8 percent rated marketing of agricultural products very important and 
46.2 percent rated it less than very important- E^eventy six and four- 
tenths percent of the farmers and agricultural related businessmen rated 
the subject very important while 23.6 pcircent rated it less than very 
important. Of the commissioners in professional and "other" positions, 

62.8 percent rated this subject very important while 37,2 percent rated 
it less than very important. 

Thirty two and seven-tenths percent of the non-agricultural bus- 
inessmen rated the subject "farm business management" very important, 

51.9 percent rated it important, and 15.4 percei;it rated it less than 
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important. Of the farmers and agricultural related businessmen, 60.0 
percent rated this subject very important , 30*9 percent important, end 
9,1 percent less than important, Pr- fessional and "other" commissioners 
rated farm business management very important at the 41*9 percent level 
vjith 55,8 percent rating it important and 2.3 percent rating it less 
than important . i 

With regard to the subject "agricultural labor relations," 69.2 
percent of the non-agricultural businessmen rated it important or very 
important while 30.8 percent rated it less than important. Eighty one 
and eight'-tenths percent of the farmers and agricultural related busi- 
nessmen rated this subject important or very important and 18.2 percent 
rated it less than important* Of the professional and "other" commis- 
sioners, 72.1 percent rated the subject important or very important 
while 27,9 percent rated it less than important. 

Eighty and eight-tenths percent of the non-agricultural busi- 
nessmen rated proper use and conservation of natural resources very im- 
portant while 19.2 percent rated it less than very important* Fifty two 
and seven-tenths percent of the farmers and agricultural businessmen 
rated it very important with 47,3 percent rating it less than important. 
Of those commissioners with professional and "other" positions, 79*1 
percent rated the subject very important V7hile 20.9 percent rated it 
less than very important. 

Level of Education : There was a significant association between 
the level of formal education and the following agricultural subjects: 
(1) production of agricultural products, (2) processing of agricultural 
products, (3) marketing of agricultural products, (4) farm business man- 
agement, (5) agricultural labor relations, and (6) proper use and 
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consei-vation of natural resources* 

One hundred percent of the commissioners with a formal educa- 
tional level ol high school or less rated production of agricultural 
products important or very important. On the other hand, 87.8 percent 
of the commissioners who attended college rated this subject important 
or very important while 12.2 percent rated it less than important. 

N^r.ety four and one-tenth percent of the high school or less 
coinmissioners rated processing of agricultural products important or 
very important whilo. 5.9 percent rated it less than important. Of thos 
commissioners attending college, 79.3 percent rated this subject impor- 
tant or very important with 20.7 percent rating it less than important. 

Ninety seven and one-tenth percent of the commissioners with 
high school or less levels of education rated marketing of agricultural 
products important or very important while 2.9 percent rated it less 
than important, Ou the other hand ^ 87.8 percent of the commissioners 
who attended college rated this subject important or very important 
while 12.2 percent rated it less than important. 

Of those commissioners with high school or less levels of educa 
tion, 95.6 percent rated farm business management important or very im- 
portant while 4.4 percent rated it less than important. Eighty six and 
six-tenths percent of those attending college rated this subject impor- 
tant or very important with 13.4 percent rating it less than important, 

VJith regard to the subject ^'agric* Itural labor relations," 86.8 
percent of the conunissioners who completed high school or less rated it 
important or very important V7hile 13,2 percent rated it less than impor 
tant. In contrast, 64.7 percent of those attending college rated this 
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subject important or very important with 35.3 percent rating it less 
than important. 

Sixty and three-tenths percent of the commissioners completing 
high school or less rated proper use and conservation of natural re- 
sources very important while 39.7 percent rated it less than very impor- 
tant. On the other hand^ 78.1 percent of those attending college rated 
this subject very important with 21.9 percent rating it less than very 
important. 

Residential BacKground : Tliere v;as .a significant association be- 
tween residential background and the follo^^ing agricultural subjects: 
(1) processing of agricultural products, (2) lams, plants, and trees in 
the yard, and (3) proper use and conservation of natural resources. 

Ninety two and one-half percent of those commissioners with farm 
or rural non-farm backgrounds rated processing of agricultural products 
Important or very :..iportant while 7.5 percent rated it less than impor- 
tant.' Of thohse whose residential background was "town," 78.5 percent 
rated this subject important or very important with 21.5 percent rating 
it less than important. 

With^ regard to the subject "lavms, plants, and trees in the 
yard," 65.0 percent of the coimissioners with farm or rural non-farm 
backgrounds r.rted it important or very important while thirty five per- 
cent rated it less than important. In contrast, 88.6 percent of the 
commissioners with town backgrounds rated this subject important or 
very important with 11.4 percent rating it less than important. 

The subject "proper use and conservation of natural resources" 
was rated very important by 58.7 percent of the commissioners .with farm 
or rural non-farm backgrounds while 41.3 percent of this group rated it 

ERIC 
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less than very important. Tli'is subject was rated very important by 82.9 
percent of the commissioners with tom\ backgrounds with 17.1 percent of 
those conimissioners rating it less than very important • 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant avS.sociation between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the following subjects: (i) production of agricultural prod- 
ucts, (2) processing of agricultural products, (3) marketing of agricul- 
tural products, and (4) farm business management. 

Of those commissioners perceiving the economic value of agricul- 
ture to the county as of little importance to importantly 83 « 7 percent 

rated production of agricultural products important or very important 

j 

while 16.3 percent rated it less than important. Ninety eight and one- 
tenth percent of the commissioners who perceived the value of agricul- 
ture as ve'.'.y important rated this subject important or very important 
while 1.9 percent rated it less than important. 

Processing of agricultural products was rated important or very 
important by 73 • 5 percent of the commissioners who perceived the eco- 
nomic value of agriculture to be of little importance to important. 
T^-7enty six and five-tenths percent of this group rated this subject less 
than important* Of those commissioners who perceived the value of agri- 
culture to be very nnportant, 92.1 percent rated processing of agricul- 
tural products important or very important while 7.9 percent rated it 
less than important. 

Of those commissioners vjhose perception of the economic value of 
agriculture was of little importance to important, 81.6 percent rated 
marketing of agricultural products important or very important with 18.4 
percent rating it less than important. Of those conimissioners v/hose 
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perception of the value of agriculture was very important, 97.1 percent 
rated this subject important or very important v/ith 2.9 percent rating 
it less than important. 

Farm business management V7as rated important or very important 
by 87.8 percent of the commissioners whose perception of the economic 
value of agriculture to the county was of little importance to important. 
This subject V7as rated less than important by 12.2 percent of this 
group. On the other hand^. 92,1 percent of the commissioners who per- 
ceived the value of agriculture to be very important rated this subject 
important or very important with 7.9 percent rating it less than impor- 
tant. . ■ 

Home Economics Subjects 

A summary of association of independent variables with the tan 

elements of the dependent variable home economics program content as 

♦ 

perceived by the commissioners from rural and urban (total) counties is 
shoTO in Table 28. 

Tenure : There \<fas a significant association between tenure and 
the home economics subject "clothing construction." Fifty six and nine- 
tenths percent of the commissioners with a tenure of less than four 
years rated clothing construction important or very important while 43.1 
percent of this group rated this subject less than important. Of those 
commissioners x^^ho had served as commissioners betx\reen four and eight 
years, 70.8 percent rated the subject important or very important with 
29.2 percent rating it less than important. Clothing construction was 
rated important or very important by 83.8 percent of the cotiuDissioners 
with tenure over eight years while 16.2 percent of thic: group rated the 
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subject less than important. 

Kain Occupation : . There was a significant association betx-zeeii 
main occupation and the subjects "renovating furniture" and "efficient 
use of food stamps." 

Renovating furniture was fated important or very important by 
28.9 percent of the commissioners who were non-agricultural businessmen. 
Within this same group, 71,1 percent rated this subject less than impor- 
tant. Sixty percent of the farmers or agricultural related businessmen 
rated the subject important or very important with forty percent rating 
it less than important. Forty one and eight-tenths percent of the pro- 
fessional and "other" commissioners rated renovating furniture important 
or very important with 23.3 percent rating it less than important. 

Of those commissioners who were non-agricultural businessmen, 
55.8 percent rated efficient use of food stamps important or very impor- 
tant while 44.2 percent rated the subject less than important. Eighty 
one and eight-tenths percent of those who were farmers or agricultural 
related businessmen rated the subject important or very important while 
18.2 percent of this group rated it less than important. Of those com- 
missioners whose main occupation x^^as professional or "other," 67.4 per- 
cent rated the subject important or very important with 32.6 percent 
rating it less than important. 

Level of Education : There was a significant association between 
level of formal education and efficient use of food stamps. Commission- 
ers who completed high school or less rated efficient use of food stamps 
important or very important at the 80*9 percent level, x^ith 19.1 percent 
of this group rating the subject less than important. Of those commis- 
sioners who attended college, 58.5 percent rated efficient use of food 
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stamps important or very important V7hile 41,5 pet^cent of this group 
rated this subject less than important. 

Age ; There was no significant association between age and the 
ten home economics subjects. 

Residential Background : ' Tliere was a significant association 
between residential background and the following home economics subjects 
(1) renovating furniture, (2) consumer education, and (3) efficient use 
of food stamps. 

Fifty five percent of the commissioners with farm or rural non- 
farm backgrounds rated the subject "renovating furniture^' important or 
very important while 45,0 percent rated it less than important* Of 
those commissioners whose background was "tovm,'* 31,4 percent rated this 
subject important or very important with 68,6 percent rating it less 
than important. 

With regard to the subject "consumer education," 93,7 percent 
of the commissioners with fai^i or rural non-farm backgrounds rated it 
important or very important while 5,3 perceist rated it less than impor- 
tant. Of those commissioners with to\m backgrounds, 84.3 percent rated 
this subject important or very important with 15.7 percent rating it 
less than important. 

Seventy eight and seven-tenths percent of the commissioners with 
farm or rural backgrounds rated efficient use of food stamps important 
or very important while 21.3 percent rated it less than impor-tant. On 
the other hand, 57.1 percent of those x^ith a to\-m background rated this 
subject important or v^-ery important with 42.9 percent rating it less 
than important. 

Involvement in Extension Programs ; There was no significant 
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association betv^een iiivolveraent in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten home economics subjects. 

EcoriOTi\ic Value of Ay^riculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the home economics sub ject "leadership development." Of 
those commissioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture to 
the county as being of little importance to important, 83.7 percent 
rated leadership development important or very important and 16,3 per- 
cent rated it less than important. Ninety five percent of the commis- 
sioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture as being very 
important rated this subject important or very important with five per- 
cent rating it less than important. 

Familiarity With Extension Serv ice: There was a significant 
association between familiarity with the Extension Service and the home 
economics subject "consumer education." Of those commissioners who wore 
not very familiar with the Extension Service, 84.4 percent x-ated consum- 
er education important or very important and 15.6 percent rated it less 
than important. Of the commissioners who were familiar with Extension, 
87.2 percent rated this subject important or very important while 12.8 
percent rated it less than important. Of those commissioners who xvere 
very familiar with Extension, one hundred percent rated consumer educa- 
tion important or very important . 

4-H (Youth Work) Subjects 

A summa'ry of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable 4-H (youth work) program content as 
perceived by the commissioners from rural and urban (total) counties is 
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shewn in Table 29, 

lenure: There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H (youth V7ork) subjects. 

Main Occupation : There was no significant association between 
main occupatior: antl the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Level o£ Education : There was a s ij3;nif icant association between 
level of formal education and the following subjects: (1) agricultural 
skills for boys, (2) understanding public issues, and (3) food-nutrition 

Of those commissioners whose highest level of formal education 
was high school or less, 98.5 percent rated agricultural skills for boys 
important or very important V7hile 1.5 percent rated this subject less 
than important. In contrast, 89.1 percent of the commissioners x^ho at- 
tended college rated agricultural skills for boys important or very im- 
portant with 10.9 percent of this group rating it less than important. 

With regard to the subject '"understanding public issues,*' 97.1 
percent of the commissioners completing high school or less rated it 
important or very important while 2.9 percent rated it less than impor- 
tant. Nineity and two-tenths percent of the commissioners attending col- 
lege rated this subject impr^rtant or very important while 9.8 percent 
rated it less than importai:t. 

The subject "food-nutrition" was rated important or very impor- 
tant by 98.5 percent of the commissioners at the high school or less 
level while 1.5 percent rated it less than important. In contrast, 86,6 
percent of the commissioners who attended college rated this subject im- 
portant or very important with 13.4 percent of this group rating it less 
than important. 
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Ag e : There v;as no significant association between age and the 
ten 4-H (youth i ^rk) subjects. 

Residential Back g round ; Qihere was a significant association be- 
tv7een residential background and the 4-H (youth work) subject '^agricul- 
tural skills for boys." Ninety seven and one-half percent of the com- 
missioners with farra or rural non-farm backgrounds rated this subject 
important or very important. IVo and one-half percent rated it less 
than important. In contrast, 88.6 percent of the coimnissioners with 
"tox^n" backgrounds rated this subject important or very important while 
11.4 percent rated it less than important. 

Involvement in Extension Programs^ : Tliere was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten 4-H (youth work) subjects* 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County; : There was a signifi- 
cant association between economic value of agriculture to the county and 
the following subjects: (1) community development, (2) understanding 
public issues, (3) health education, and (4) personal development. 

Of those commissioners who perceived the economic value of agri- 
culture to the county as of little importance to important, 87.8 percent 
rated community development important or very important while 12.2 per- 
cent of them rated it less than important. In contrast, 96.1 percent of 
the. commissioners who perceived agriculture to be very important to the 
county rated this subject important or very important with 3.9 percent 
rating it less than important* 

The subject ^'understanding public issues" was rated important or 
very Important by 87.7 percent of the coiiTinlssioners v/ho perceived agri- 
.culture to be of little importance to important. T^izelve and three-tenths 
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percent of this group rated this subject less than important. Ninety 
six percent of the commissioners v7ho perceived agriculture to be veiry 
important rated understanding public issues iinportant or very importa."> 
with the other four percent rating it less than important. 

Health education v/as rated important or very important by 87,8 
percent of the commissioners v7ho perceived the value of agriculture to 
the county as of little importance to important while 12.2 percent of 
the group rated this subject less than important. In contrast j 98.0 
percent of the commissioners who perceived the value of agriculture to 
be very important rated health education important or very important, 
leaving two percent that rated it lev^s than important. 

Of those commissioners who perceived the value of agriculture as 
of little importance to important, 81.6 percent rated personal develop- 
ment important or very 3.mportant while 18.4 percent rated it less than 
important. Of those commissioners who perceived the economic value of 
agriculture to the county to be very important, 96.1 percent rated per- 
sonal development important or very important with 3.9 percent rating it 
less than important. I 

Familiarity 17ith Extension Service : There was no significant 
associati'on between familiarity with the Extension Service and the ten 
4-H (youth work) subjects. 

Summary 

This hypothesis can be partially rejected in that 35 of the 240 
combinations of independent variables and commissioners' perception of 
selected Extension program content were statistically significant. The 
significant associations are summarized in Tables 27, 28, and 29. 
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Program Clientele--Rural Counties 
The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
association becv/een eight selected personal and docial characteristic s 
of the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural counties and 
their p^erception of the relative importance of selected Extension pro- 
gram clientele . Program clientele was divided into three areas--agri- 
culture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with ten elements (clien- 
tele groups) in each area. 

Agricultural Clientele 

A summary of association of independent variables V7ith the ten 
elements of the dependent variable agricultural program clientele as 
perceived by the commissioners from rural counties is sho\m in Table 30. 

Tenure : There \7as no significant association between tenure and 
the ten agricultural clientele groups. 

Main Occupation : There was a significant association betX'7een 
main occupation and the agricultural clientele group ''part-time farm- 
ers." Of those commissioners whose main occupation was non-agricultur- 
al businessman, 57.1 percent rated part-time farmers important or very 
important and 43.9 percent rated this group less than important. Seven- 
ty five percent of the farmers and agricultural related businessmen 
rated part-time farmer ti important or very important with 25.0 percent 
rating them less than important. Of the commissioners who were en- 
gaged in a professional business and those engaged in ^'other" main oc- 
cupations, 35.7 percent rated part-time farmers important or vo.ry impor- 
tant and 64.3 percent rated them less than important. 

Level of Education : There x\7as a significant association betv/een 

O 
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level of forni'-^.l education and the agricultural clientele group "part- 
time farmers," "local (domestic) farm laborers," and "migrant fariTi la- 
borers," 

Seventy two and one-half percent of those commissioners whose 
highest level of formal education was high school or less rated part- 
time farmers important or very important V7hile 27,5 per.cent rated this 
group less than important* Of those commissioners who attended college 
42,9 percent rated part-time farmers important or very important and 
57.1 percent rated this group less than important. 

Local (domestic) farm laborers v;ere rated important or very im- 
portant by 87.7 percent of the commissioners completing high school or 
less V7hile 15.7 percent of this group rated the laborers less than im- 
portant. Tliirty eight and one- tenth percent of those commissioners at- 
tending college rated chis agricultural clientele group important or 
very important and 61.9 percent rated them less than important. 

Thirty seven and thre^.-tenth.T percent of the commissioners ^-om- 
pleting high school or less rated migrant farm laborers important or 
very important, 33,3 percent rated this clientele group neutr^^l, and 
29.4 percent rated them uniuportant or not very important. On the other 
hand^ 23,8 percent of the ccnimissioners who attended college rated mi- 
grant farm laborers important or very important, 66.7 percent rated 
them neutral, and 9.5. percent rated them unimportant or not very impor- 
tant . 

Age ; There was a significant association between age and the 
agricultural clientele groups "homeoxmers" and "migrant farm laborers," 

Four and one-half percent of the commissioners who were forty 
five years of age or under rated homeovmers very important, 54.6 percent 

ERLC 
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rated them important, and 40.9 percent rated this group less than impor- 
tant, lu r.outrap' ^ 34,0 percent of the conmiissxoners v/ho over for- 
ty five years of age rated homeovmers very important, 54,0 percent rated 
them important, and 12.0 percent rated them less than important. 

Of those commissioners v7ho were forty five years of age and un- 
der, 22.7 percent rated migrant farm laborers important or very impor- 
tant and 77.3 percent rated this group less than important. Of those 
over forty five, 38 ,0 percent rated the laborers important or very im- 
portant and 62.0 percent rated them less than important. 

Residential Background : There was no significant association 
betT'/een residential background and the ten agricultural clientele 
groups . 

Involvement in Extension Programs ; There was tio significant 
association between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten agricultural clientele groups. 

■ Economic Value of Agriculture to County : Tho.re was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the agricultural clientele group "migrant farm laborers." Of 
those commissioners who perceived the economic value of agriculture to 
the county to be of little importance to important, 55.6 percent rated 
migrant farm laborers as important or very important and 44.4 percent 
rated them less than important. Of those commissioners who perceived 
the value of agriculture to be very important, 25.9 percent rated mi- 
farm laborers important or very important while 74 ol percent rated them 
less than important. 
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Home Economics Clientele 

A suiTunary of association of independent variables xvrith the ten 
elements of the dependent variable home economics clientele as per- 
ceived by the commissioners from rural counties is shoTO in Table 31. 

"' . Tenure : Tliere was a significant association between tenure and 
the home economics clientele group "homemakers from minority groups." 
Of those commissioners with tenure less than four years, 87.5 percent 
rated homemakers from minority groups important or very important with 
12.5 percent rating this group less than important. This clientele 
group was rated important or very important by 59.2 percent of those 
commissioners who had served as commissioners between four and eight 
years while 40.8 percent of this group rated the minority homemakers 
less than important. Of those commissioners who had served over eight 
years, 90.5 percent rated this clientele group important or very impor- 
tant and 9.5 percent rated them less than important. 

Main Occupation : There was no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Level of Education : There was no significant association be- 
tween level* of formal education and the ten home economics clientele 
groups. ^ 

Age : There was no significant association bet^-zeen age and the 
ten home economics clientele groups. 

Residential Background : There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten hom.e economic^s clientele 

■ ■ r 

groups. 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was a significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
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and the home economics clientele group "upper income homemakers . " Of 
those coiTmiissioners v7ho had not been involved in Extension programs or 
activities at all, 54*5 percent rated upper income homemakers important 
or very important and 45,5 percent rated them less than important. Com- 
missioners who had been involved in Extension programs or activities 
"some'^ rated the ,upper income homemakers important or very important at 
65.7 percent while 33,3 percent rated them less than important, " Of 
those coiTimissioners who had been involved "a lot/^ 15,4 percent rated 
upper income homemakers important or very important while 84.6 percent 
rated them less than, important,' 

4-H (Youth Work) Clientele 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable 4-H (youth work) program clientele 
as perceived by the commissioners from rural counties is shown in Table 
32, . . 

Tenure ; There v;as no significant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H\ (youth work) "clientele groups. 

Main Occupation : There was no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele groups. 

Level of Education : There was. no significant association be- 

tween level of formal, education and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele 

I 

' groups , 

' , Age ; There was a significant association betx^een age and the 
4-H (youth work) clientele groups *^urban and city youth" and '*youth 
from upper income families." 

Of those commissioners forty five years of age and under, 13.6 
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percent rated iirban and city youth very important, 36.4 percent rated 
them important, and 50.0 percent rated them less than important. In 
contrast, 24.0 percent of the commissioners over forty five rated the 
urban and city youth very important , 58 ,0 percent rated them important, 
and 18.0 percent rated them less than important. 

Thirteen and six-tenths percent of the commissioners forty five 
and under rated youth from upper income families very important, 31.8 
percent rated them important, and 54.6 percent rated this group less 
than important. Of the *^over forty five" year age group of commission- 
ers, 26,0 percent rated the upper income youth very important, 58.0 per 
cent rated them important, and 16.0 percent rated them less than impor- 
tant. 

Residential Background : Tliere was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele 
groups . 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was no significant as 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele groups. ^ 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There x<ras no signifi- 
cant association bet^v/een perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele groups. 

Familiarity With Extension Service : There was no significant 
association between familiarity with the Extension Service and the ten 
4-H (youth wbrk) clientele groups. 

Summary 

Tliis hypothesis can be partially rejected in that eleven of the 
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240 cO'Tibinatlons of Independexit variables and commissioners' perception 
of selected Extension program clientele were statistically significant. 
The significant associations are summarized in Tables 30, 31, and 32, 

Program Clientele--Urban Counties 
The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
• association between eight selected personal and social characteristics 
of the county commissioners from the fifteen most urban counties and 
their perception of the relative importance of selected Extension pro- 
gram clientele . Program clientele vjas divided into three areas--agri- 
culture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with ten elements (clien- 
tele groups) in ear^h area. 

Agricultural Clientele 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable agricultural clientele as perceived 
by the commissioners from rural counties is shown in Table 33 <, 

Tenure : There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten agricultural clientele groups. 

Main Occupation : There was no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten agricultural clientele groups. 

Level of Education : There was no significant association be- 
tween level of formal education and the ten agricultural clientele 
groups , 

Age : There was no significant association between age and the 
ten agricultural clientele groups. 

Residential Background : There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten agricultural clientele 
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groups, 

Iiivolvemeiit in Extension Programs : Tliere was a significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activitievS 
and the. agricultural clientele group ''agricultural coTnmodity organiza- 
tions/* Of those commissioners whose involvement in Extension programs 
was categorized as "none/' 13.1 percent rated agricultural conunodity or- 
ganizations very important while 86.9 percent rated them less than im- 
portant. Of tho3e whose involvement was categorized as "some," 14.7 
percent rated this clientele group very important while 85.3 percent 
rated them less than very important. Of those whose involvement was • 
categorized '*'a lot/* 47.6 percent rated agricultural commodity organiza- 
tions very important and 52.4 percent rated them less than very impor- 
tant. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the following agricultural clientele groups: (1) large com- 
mercial farmers, (2) agribusiness firms, (3) agricultural commodity or- 
ganizations^ (4) homeoTOers, (5) local (domestic) farm laborers, and (6) 
migrant farm laoorers. 

Large commercial farmers were rated very important by 12.9 per- 
cent of the commissioners who perceived the economic value of agricul- 
ture to the county as of little importance to important. Thirty five 
and one-half percent of the commissioners rated this clientele group im- 
portant, 25.8 percent neutral, and 25.8 percent unimportant or not very 
important. Of those commissioners who perceived the economic value of 
agriculture to the county as very important, 29.8 percent rated large 
commercial farmers very important, 55.3 percent importoit, 8,5 percent 
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neutral, and 6.4 percent unimportant or not very important. 

Commissioners perceiving the value of agriculture to the county 
to be of little importance to important rated agribusiness iiirms ver}'^ 
important at the 6.4 percent level, X'7ith 48.4 percent of this commis- 
sioner group rating agribusiness firms important, 12.9 percent neutral, 
and 32.3 percent unimportant o}. not very important. On the other hand, 
17.0 percent of the commissioners v7ho perceived the value of agricul- 
ture as very important rated this clientele group very important, 57.5 
percent rated them important, 19.1 percent rated th«:r neutral, and 6.4 
percent rated them unimportant or not very important. . 

Twelve and nine-tenths percent of the commissioners with the 
lower perception of the value of agriculture to the county rated agri- 
cultural commodity organizations very important, 58.1 percent important, 
and 29.0 percent less than important. Of those commissioners perceiving 
the value of agriculture to be vjry important, 29.8 percent rated agri- 
cultural commodity organizations very important, 01.7 percent important, 
and 8.5 percent less than important. 

Six and one -ha If percent of the commissioners whose perception 
of agriculture was of little importance to important rated homeowners 
very important, 67.7 percent rated them important, knd 25.8 percent 
rated them unimportant or not very important. On the other hand, 27.7 
percent of those v/hose perception of the value of agriculture was very 
important rated homeowners very important x^hile 44.6 percent rated them 
important and 27.7 percent rated them unimportant or not very important. 

Three and two-tenths percent of the commissioners perceiving the 
value of agriculture to be of little importance to important rated local 
(domestic) farm laborers very important as a clientele group, 61.3 
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percent rated them important, 3.6,1 percent rated thera neutral, and 19.4 
percent rated them unimportant or not very important. In contrast, 25.5 
percent of the commissioners whose perception of the value of agricul- 
ture was very important rated this clientele group very important, 53.2 
percent rated them important, 14.9 percent neutral, and 6.4 percent un- 
important or not very important. 

Migrant farm laborers were rated very im.portant by 9,7 percent 
of the commissioners with the lower percepti.on of the value of agricul- 
ture while 38,7 percent of this group rated migrant laborers important, 
25,8 percent rated them neutral, and 25.8 percent rated them unimportant 
or not very important. In contrast, 27.7 percent of the commissioners 
with the higher perception oi" the value of agriculture rated migrant la- 
borers very important, 44.6 percent rated them important, 21.3 percent 
neutral, and 6.4 percent unimportant or not very important. 

Familiarity With Extens ion Service : There was a significant as- 
sociation between familiarity with the Extension Service and the agri- 
cultural clientele groups "small subsistence farmers'* and "agricultural 
commodity organizations." 

Sixty percent of the commissioners who were not very familiar 
vjith the Extension Service rated small subsistence farmers very impor- 
tant while 4o.O percent rated them less than very important . Of those 
commissioners who were familiar with the Extension Service, 22.5 percent 
rated small subsistence farmers very important and 77.5 percent rated 
the.m less than very important. Forty four and four-tenths percent of 
the commissioners who v;ere very familiar with the Extension Service 
rated this ■ clientele group very important while 53.6 percent rated them 
less than very important. 
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Fifteen percent of the coimnissioners who were familiar with 
Extension rated agricultural commodity organii^iations very important v;ith 
85,0 percent rating them less thaii very important. Coininissioners who 
were familiar with Extension placed the same ratings on this clientele 
group while commissioners who were very familiar with Extension rated 
agricultural commodity organizations equally very important and less 
than very important. 

Home Economics Clientele 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten ^ 
elements of the dependent variable home economics program clientele as 
perceived by the commissioners from urban counties is shown in Table 34, 

Tenure : There was a significant association between tenure and 
the home economics clientele .group "lox^z income homemakers." Of those 
commissioners with tenure less than four years, 26.8 percent rated low 
income homemakers very important while 73.2 percent rated them less than 
very important. Fourteen and three-tenths percent of the commissioners 
with tenure between four and eight years rated this clientele group very 
important and 85.7 percent rated them less than very important. In con- 
trast, 56.2 percent of the commissioners with tenure over eight years 
rated low income homemakers very important and 43,8 percent rated them 
less than very important^. 

Main Occupation : There was ho significant association between 
main occupation and the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Level of Education : Tliere was no significant association be- 
tween level of formal education and ihe ten home economics clientele 
groups. 
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Age : Tliere was no significant association between age and the 
ten home economics clientele groups. 

Residential Background : Tliere was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten home ec^bnomics clientele 
groups . ■ 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was no sigrificant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Economic Value of AR;riculture to County : There was no signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture, to the 
county and the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Familiarity With Extension Service :. Tliere was a significant as- 
sociation between familiarity with the Extension Service and the home 
economics clientele group "urban and city homemakers." Within the group 
of commissioners who v/ere not very familiar with the Extension Service 
40.0 percent of the commissioners rated urban and city homemakers impor- 
tant or very important while 60.0 percent rated them less than important 
Of those commissioners v/ho were familiar with Extension, 70.0 percent 
rated this clientele group important or very j.mportant and 30.0 percent 
rated them less than important. Goiranissioners who were very familiar 
with Extension responded with A4»4 percent rating urban and city home- 
makers important or yery important and 55.6 percent rating them less 
than important. 

, s 

4-H (Youth Work) Clientele 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable 4-H (youth work) clientele as 
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percej.ved by the conmiissioners from urban counties is shovm in Table 35. 

Tenure ; There, was nonsignificant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H (youth x^rk) clientele groups. 

Main Occtipation ; There v/as no significant association between 
main occupation and the ten 4-11 (yotith Vork) clientele groups. 

Level of Education : There vjas no significant association be- 
tween level of formal education and the ten 4-H (youth work) . clientele 
groups . 

Age : Tliere v/as no significant association between age and. the 
ten 4-H (youth work) clientele groups. 

Residential Background : There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten 4-H (youth work) clientele 
groups . • 

Involvement in Extension Programs : There was a significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the following 4-H (youth work) clientele groups: (1) farm youth, 
(2) rural non- farm youth, (3) all youth between nine and nineteen years 
of age, and (4) all youth between seven and nineteen years of age. 

Forty three, and one-half percent of the commissioners who had 
not been involved in Extension programs rated farm youth very important 
and 56.5 percent rated them less than very important. Twenty six and 
one-half percent of those who had been' involved "some'^ rated this group 
very important while 73.5 percent rated iihem less than very important. 
Of those commissioners vjho had been involved in Extension programs and/ 
or activities "a lot," 61.9^ percent rated farm youth very important v/ith 
38.1 percent rating them less than very important. 

With regard to rural non-farm youth ^ 60.9 perceiit of the 
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conmiissioiiers who had not been involved in Extension programs rated 
them important or very important with 39.1 percent rating them less than 
important. Of those commissioners who had been involved "some/' 73.5 
percent rated this group important or very Important and 26.5 percent " 
rated them less than important . Of that group of commissioners that had 
been involved "a lot,"' 85.7 percent rated rural non-farm youth important 
or very important while 14.3 percent rated them loss than important. 

T^'7enty one and seven-tenths percent of the commissioners who had 
not been involved in Extension programs rated all youth between nine and 
nineteen years of age very important and 78.3 percent rated them less 
than very important. Forty four and one- tenth percent of the commis- 
sioners who had been involved "some" rated this group very important 
while 55.9 percent rated them less than very important. Of that group 
of commissioners who had been involved "a lot/^ 61.9 percent rated this 
clientele group very important and 38,1 percent rated them less than 
very important. 

All youth between sevett and nineteen years of age were rated 

very important by 17.4 percent of the commissioners who had not been in-. 

■I " ■ , 

volved in Extension programs while 8,2.6 percent rated them less than 

very important. Thirty eight and two-tenths percent of those commis- 
sioners who had been involved "some" rated youth between seven and nine- 
teen years of age very :lr;portant and 61.8 percent rated them less than 
very important* Of those conmiissioners who were involved. "a lot," 57.1 
percent rated this clientele group very important and 42.9 percent rated 
them less than very important. 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : Tliere was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
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county and the 4-li (youth work) clientele group "all youth between sev- 
en and nineteen years of age/' Of those commissioners who perceivaJ 
the value of agriculture to be of little importance to important ^ 19.4 
percent rated this clientele group very important, 64.5 percent impor- 
tant, and 16.1 percent less than important. In contrast, 48.9 percent 
of the commissioners who perceived the. value of agriculture to be very 
important rated this group very important, 40.4 percent important, and 
10.7 percent less than important. 

Familiarity With Extension Service : There was a significant - 
association betx^^een familiarity with the Extension Service and the cli- 
entele groups "rural non-farm ^^outh," "small toxm and village youth," 
and "all youth betvjeen nine and nineteen years of age." 

Commissioners who were not very familiar xvith the Extension 
Service were equally divided, 50.0 percent each, in their rating of ru- 
ral non-farm youth as important or very important and less than impor- 
tant. Eighty percent of the coMnissioners v/ho were familiar with 
Extension rated this group important or very important and 20.0 percent 
rated them less than important. Of those commissioners who were very 
familiar with Extension, 83.3 percent rated rural non-farm youth impor- 
tant or very important and 16*7 percent rated them less than Important. 

Fifty five percent of the commissioners x<^ho were not very famil- 
iar with Extension rated small to\m and village youth important or very 
important x^rhile 45.0 percent rated them less than important. Of those, 
commissioners who were familiar v;ith Extension, 82.5 percent rated this 
group important or very important and 17.5 percent rated them less than 
important. Eighty three and three -tenths percent of the commissioners 
v-'ho were very familiar with Extension rated the small tovm and village 
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youth ii^portarit or very important v;hilG 16,7 percent rated them less 
than important, 

T^vGnty percent of the coinmissioners who were not very fainiliar 
vjith Extension rated all youth between nine and nineteen years of age 
very important and 80.0 percent rated them Iciss than ver}'- important. 
Forty five percent of those who were familiar with Extension rated this 
group very important with 55.0 percent rating it less than very impor- 
tant. Sixty one and one-tenth percent of the conuirissioners who were 
very familiar with Extension rated this clientele group very important 
Xv'hile 38.9 percent rated them less than very important. 

Summary 

Tliis hypothesis can be partially rejected in that nineteen of 
the 240 combinations of independent variables and commissioners' percep-* 
tion of selected Extension program clientele v/ere statistically signifi- 
cant. The significant associations are summarized in Tables 33, 34, and 
35. 

.. . ■ ' t 

Program Cl-ientele--Rural and Urban (Total) Counties 

The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 

association between eight selected personal and .social characteristics 

of the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural and the fifteen 

most urban counties and their perception of the relative importance of 

selected Extension program clientele . Program clientele was divided in-. 

to three areas^-agriculture, home economics, and 4-H (youth work) with 

ten elements (clientele groups) in each area. 
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A gricultural Clientele 

A sumraary of association of independexit variables with the ten 
elements of the dependent variable agricultural clientele as perceived 
by the corainis si oners from rural and urban (total) counties is shovai j.n 
Table 36. 

Tenure : There was no significant association between tenure .?ind 
the ten agricultural clientele groups. 

Main Occupation : Tliere was a sj.gnificant association betv;een 
main occupation and the following agricultural clientele groups: (1) 
^ large commercial farmers, (2) average size family farmers, (3) small 
subsistence farmers, and (4) local (domestic) farm laborers. 

Nine and six-tenths percent of the commissioners who were non- 
agricultural businessmen rated large commercial farmers very important, 
61.5 percent rated them important, and 28,9 percent rated this clien- 
tele group less than important. Of those commissioners who were farmers 
or agricultural related businessmen, 21,8 percent rated large cbmme::cial 
farmers very important, 58.2 percent rated them important:, and -20.0 per- 
cent rated them less than important. Of those commissioners who were 
engaged in professional or "other" occupations, 34.8 percent rated large 
commercial farmers very important,. 37.2 percent impor:ant, and 28.0 per- 
cent less than important. 

Thirty and seven-tenths percent of the non-agricultural busi- 
nessmen rated average size family farmers very important, 46.2 percent 
rated them important, while 23/1 percent rated this group less than im- 
portant. Fifty two and seven-tenths percent of the farmers and agricul- 
tural related businessmen rated this clientele group very important, 
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45.5 percent iiiipoi-tant, and 1.8 pei-cent less than important. Of tiiose 
coiimiissioners holding professional or "other'' primary occupations, 48,8 
percent rated average size family fatraers very important, 39.6 percent 
rated them important, and 11.6 percent rated them less than important. 

Non-agricultural businessmen rated small subsistence farmers 
very important at 26.9 percent while 51.9 percent rated them important 
and 21.2 percent rated them less than important. Farmers and agricul- 
tural related businessmen rated this group very important at the 50.0 
percent level v/ith 45.5 percent rating them important and 3,6 percent 
rating them less than important. Of those commissioners engaged in 
professional and "other'' main occupations, 46.5 percent rated small sub- 
sistence farmers very important, 39.6 percent important, and 13,9 per- 
cent less than important. 

Of the three occupational groups, 9.6 percent of the non-agi*i- 
cultural businessmen rated local (domestic) faiiTi laborers very important, 
53.8 percent rated their, important \^7hile 36.6 percent rated them less 
than important. This clientele group wa:-, i*ated very important by 16.4 
percent of the farmers and agricultural related businessmen, with 58.2 
percent of this group rating them important and 25.4 percent rating 
them less than important. Of the professional and "other*' commission- 
ers, 32*5 percent rated this group very important, 46.5 percent impor- 
tant, and 21.0 percent less than important. 

Level of Education : Tliere was a significant association between 
level of formal education and the agricultural clientele groups "home- 
o^mers" and "local (domestic) farm laborers," 

Of those commissioners T-.'hose highest level of formal education 
was high school or less, 33.8 percent rated homeowners very important. 
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"52.9 percent rat^d thera important, and 1.3,3 percent rated them less 
than Iniportnnt. In contrast, 12.2 percent of thof-e whose highest level 
of edi7cation was college rated uhis group very important, 5^.. 9 percent 
rated thera important, and 32.9 percent rated thera less tlian impoi-tant. 

Within the high school level group of commissioners , 25*0 per- 
cent rated local farm laborers very important , 60.2 percent rated them 
important, and 14*8 percent rated -this clientele group less than impor- 
tant. On the other hand, 13.4 percent of those attending college rated 
the local farm laborers very important, 47.5 percent rated them impor- 
tant, and 39.1 percent rated them less than important. 

Age ; There was a significant association between age. and the 
agricultural clientele groups ''hobby fa7.-mers," "agricultural coimiiodity 
organizations,'' and "local (doanestic) farm laborers." 

Thirty five and one- tenth percent of those commissioners forty 
five years of age and under rated hobby farmers important or very impor 
tant, 4lj.6 percent rated them neutral, and 19.3 percent rated them un- 
important or not very important. Of the commissioners over forty five 
years of age, 24.7 percent rated this clientele group important or very 
important, 31. 2 . percent neutral, and 44.1 percent unimportant or not 
very important. 

Seventy one and nine-tenths percent of the commissioners forty 
five years of age and under rated agricultural commodity organizations 
important or very important while 28.1 percent rated them less than im- 
portant. Of those commissioners over forty five years of age, 89.2 per 
cent rated this clientele group important or very important while 10^8 
percent rated them less than' iniportant. 
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Local (domes Lie) farm laborers x^ere rated iinportant or very im- 
portant by 68.4 pereent of the commissioners who were forty five years 
of age or under with 31.5 percent of this group rating them lesj than 
important. In contrast, 74,2 percent of those commissioners over forty, 
five years of age rated this clientele group important or very important 
with 25*8 percent rating them less than important. 

. Residential Background ; There was no significant association 
between residential background and the ten agricultural clientele 
gr oups . 

Involvement in Extension Programs : Tliere was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extensioii programs and/or activities 
and the ten agricultural clientele groups • 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the following agricultural clientele groups: (1) large com- 
mercial farmers, (2) average size family farmers, (3) agribus?.ness firms 
(4) agricultural commodity groups, and (5) homeo\mer;i. 

Of those commissioners who perceived the economic value of agri- 
culture to the county to be of little importance to important, 14.3 per- 
cent rated large commercial farmers very important, 40.8 percent rated 
them important, and 44,9 percent rated them less than important. With- 
in the group of commissioners whose perception of the value of agricul- 
ture vms very important, 24.4 percent rated this clientele group very 
important, 59.4 percent rated them important, and 15.8 percent rated 
them lei^^ than important. 

T^-7enty six and one-half percent rf the coiimiis si oners with the 
lower perception of the va].ue of agriculture rated average size family 
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farmers very important, 51,0 percent Important, and 22.5 percent less 
than important. On the other hand, 52.5 percent of those V7ith the. high- 
er perception of the value of agriculture rated this group very i.mpor- 
tant, 40.6 percent important, and 6,9 percent less than important* ' 

Sixty one and two-tenths percent of the commissioners v/ho per- 
ceived the economic value of agriculture to the county to be of little 
importance to important rated agribusiness firms important or very im- 
portant while 38.8 .percent rated the firms less than important. Seven- 
ty seven and two- tenths percent of the commissioners v/ho perceived the 
value of agriculture to be very important rated this clientele group 
important or very important with 22,8 percent rating the group less than 
important. 

Agricultural comiiiodity organizations were rated important or 
very important by 71,4 percent of the commissioners whose perception of 
the economic value of agriculture was of little importance to important. 
IVenty eight and six-tenths percent of the commissioners in this group 
also rated the commodity organizations less than important. In contrast, 
88,1 percent of the commissioners who perceived the value of agriculture 
to be very important rated agricultural commodity organizations impor- 
tant or very important while 11.9 percent rated them less than important, 

With regard to homeovmers, 10.2 percent of the commissioners with 
the lower perception of the value of agriculture rated this group very 
important, 61.2 percent important, 14.3 percent neutral, and 14,3 per- 
cent unimportant or not very important. Of those commissioners whose 
perception of the value of agriculture was very important, 27.7 percent 
rated homeo\^ters very important, 50,5 percent important, 20.8 percent 
neutral, and 1.0 percent unimportant or' not ver^^ important. 
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Home Economics Clientele 

..'*A sunmiary of assbcialrion of independent variables with the ten 
"elements of the depehdexit variable home economics clientele as perceived 
by the commissioners from rural and urban (total) counties is shown in 
Table 37. 

Tenure : . There was no significant association between tenure and 
the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Main Occupation : Tliere was a significant association between 
main occupation and the home economics clientele groups "farm homemakers'* 
and "young married women," 

Of the commissioners vzhose main occupation was non-agricultural 
businessman, 26.9 percent rated farm homemakers very important, 50,0 
percent important, and 23.1 percent less than important. Homemakers 
were rated very important by 41.8 percent of the commissioners whose 
main occupation was farming or agricultural related business while 52.7 
percent rated them important and 5.5 percent less than important. Thirty 
and two-tenths percent of the commissioners whose main occupation was 
professional or "other" rated homeo^mers very important, 60.5 percent 

important, and 9,3 percent less than important. ' 

s 

' Non-agricultural businessmen rate.d young married women very, im- 

portant at the 19,2 percent level while 46.2 percent rated them impor- 
tant and 34.6 percent rated them less than important. Thirty, and nine- 
tenths percent of the farmers and agricultural related businessmen rated 
this clientele group very important, 58.2 percent important, and 10,9 
percent less than important. ' Of the professional and "other" commis- 
sioners, 16.3 percent rated young married women very important, 62.8 
percent important, and 20.9 percent less than important. 
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Level of Education : There was a significant association between 
the level of formal education and the home economics clientele groups 
^'middle income homemakers^' and ''young married women/* 

Commissioners wnose highest level of formal education was high 
school or less' rated middle income homeinakers very important at the 17,6 
•percent level while 66.2 percent rated this group important and 16.2 
percent rated them less than important. T^^elve and two-tenths percent 
of the commissioners who attended college-rated the middle income home- 
makers very important, 51 2 "percent important, and 36.6 percent less 
than important. ^ . ■ . 

Young married women were rated very important by 30.9 percent of 
the commissioners whose highest level of education was high school or 
less while 57.3 percent of this group rated the young married women im- 
portant and 11.8 percent rated them less than important. Fifteen and 
eight-tenths percent of the commissioners who attended college rated 
this clientele group very important, 53.7 percent important, and 30.5 
percent less than important. . ' 

Age : Tliere was no significant association between age and the 
ten home economics clientele groups. 

Residential Background : There was a significant association be- 
tween residential background and the foliov/ing home economics clientele 
groups: (1) middle income homemakers, (2) senior citizens, £.nd (3) 
young married women. ^"'^ 

Commissioners xrith farm or rural non-farm backgrounds rated mid- 
dle income homemakers very important at the l7o5 percent le^el with 65.0 
percent rating them important and 17.5 percent less than important. Of 
the epnmiissioners V7ith '^tomV^ backgrounds, 11.4 percent rated the 
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middle income homemakers very important, 50.0 percent important, and * 
38.6 percent less than important. 

Thirty eight and seven- tenths percent oJ: the commissioners vj-ith 
farm or rural backgrounds rated senior citizens very important, 42.5 
percent rated them important, and 18,8 percent rated them less than im- 
portant., In,^contrast , 20,0 percent of the "tovm'* commissioners rated 
this clientele group very important, 57.1 percent important, and 22,9 
percent less than important. 

With regard to young married women, 28.7 percent of the commis- 
sioners with farm or rural backgrounds rated this group very important, 
56.3 percent important, and 15,0^ percent less than important. In con- 
trast, 15.7 percent of the commissioners with '^town" backgrounds'^ ra~ted 
this clientele group very important, 54.3 percent important, and 30*0 
percent less than important, " . 

Involvement in Extension Programs : Tlaere was no significant as- 
sociation between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten home economics clientele groups. 

Economic Value of Af^riculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic value of agriculture to the 
county and the home economics clientele gr^olip "homemakers from minority 
groups.*^ Of those commissioners whcse perception of the economic value 
of agriculture, to the county was of little importance to important, 77.6 
.percent rated homemakers from minority groups important or very impor- • 
tant while 22.4 percent rated them less than important. On the other 
hand, 74,2 percent of the commissioners who perceived the value of agri- 
culture to be v<^iry important rated this cli^mtele group importaiiL: or • 
very important, while 25.8 percent rated them less than important. 
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Familiarity With Extension Service : Tliere was a significant as- 
sociation between familiarity with the Extension Service and the home 
economics clientele groups "small , toxm and village homemakers" and '^ur- 
ban and city homemakers 

Commissioners who 'were not very familiar with the Extension 
Service rated small town and village homemakers important or very impor- 
tant at the 53.1 percent level while 46.9 percent rated them less than- 
important. Commissioners who V7ere familiar with the Extension Service 
rated this clientele group important or very important at 79.1 percent^ 
with 20.9 percent rating them less than import ant-i "df those commission-" 
.ers v7ho Xi7ere very familiar with Extension, 65.6 percent' rated the small 
town and village homemakers important or very in^portant and 34.4 percent 
rated them less than important. 

Forty three and seven-tenths percent of the commissioners vjho 
were not very familiar x^ith Extension rated urban and city homemakers 
important or very important while 56.3 percent rated them lesi^ than im- 
portant. Of those commissioners who were familiar with Extension, 69.7 
percent rated this clientele group important or very important and 30.3 
perce^'t rated them less than important. Urban and city homemakers were 
rated important or very important by 50.0 percer/t of the commissioners 
who were very familiar with Extension while the other fifty percent 
rated them less than important. j 

4-H (Youth Work) Clientele ' " 

A summary of association of independent variables with the ten 
elements, of the dependent variable 4-11 (youth work) clientele as per- 
ceived by the commissioners • from rural and urban (total) counties is 



149 









4J cd 


















no 3 












CD "T^ 






p, 






CD Cd 


















cu cd 


















u 






y-t 






o g 






o 






















CO 


GJ to 




G 






r—i 


cu cu 










cd 


cu o 




*H 






}^ 






Cd 


cU w 




» — 


4J 'H 






CU ^ 












4J O - 










r; 


Xl GJ 




GJ 


4J ^ 




p, 


•H 4J 




GJ 














CO 






<D 


















Cd > 


CO 






cu 










Cd o 






> u 






<U 


;i 




4J 


o 










O CO 






•t3 cd 












CU GJ 












GJ GJ 






•t3 -J-J 






p; p; 






•H GJ 


















o o 






p; g 






O cd 






•H >-l 






4J to 






Cd O 


















o 






CO 






CO ^' 






cd U 






o 












O 












kS 4-' 












o 






i >^ 


















1 1 






1 <^ 












00 






CO ^ 












PrJ Cd 












CO !-i 






< fd 













JO s:ii33X ^\ puB ^ 



9o3 

JO sac 3 A 5x ptii? 5 



sdno^o XrjTaouTui 
mo:ij q:3noA 



aaddn uio:ij q:jno;^ 



yviox luoaj q^noA 



q:}noX 



qrjnoA oSb^ITA 
puB UAo:} II^^i^S 



q:}no^ 
uuBj-uou x^-in"^ 



q:}no.^ 

UI-TB/l 



CO 

cu 

Cd 
•H 

!-i 
cd 
> 

a 

GJ 

a 

GJ 
P. 
GJ 



12; 



CO 





a 




o 




■H 




4J 




Cd 




P- 








o 




o 


GJ 


o 








a 




•H 


GJ 


Cd 








o 

•H 

4J 

Cd 
o 

D 
ID 
CU 

o 



cu 



t3 

a 

o 

u 

6 
cd 

rO 

■■pH 

Cd 
•H 

4-1 
"a 
CU 

•H 

CO 

cu 



CO 

o 
a 

. 4J 

a 

cu 
B 
cu 

> 

rH 
O 
■> 

a 



CU 

4J 

O 
•H 

cd 

o 

cu 

Cd 

> 

o 

•H 

o 
a 
o 
o 

w 



o 

•H 

CO 

a 

cu 

4J 

X 

4J 
•H 



4J 
■H 

u 

Cd 

•H 
■H 





CO 




•H 




CO 












Cd 








cd 




CO 




U 




cd 




:3 




cr- 


G) 


CO 


> 


1 


GJ 










o 


m 




o 


}-l 




o 


+j 




cd 


cu 












cd 


cd 


4J 


o 


•H 


•H 






CO 


•H 




a 


4J 




O 


•H 


a 


CO 






cd 


4J 


4J 


O 


RS 




P 


If 


II 


CO 


P 







CU GJ 
> > 
CU o 

in 
o o 



4J 

cd 



a 

cd 
o 

■H 
•H 

to 

CO 



4J U 

Cd Cd 

cd Cd 

o o 

•H «H 

•H «H 

W) to 

CO CO 



If II II 
i-^ CM CO 



ERIC 



150 

sho\m in Table '^8, 

Tenure : Tlierc V7as no significant association between tenure and 
the ten 4-H (youtli work) clientele gx-oups. 

Mala Occupation : There was a significant association between 
main occupation and the 4-H (yottth work) clientele groups "youth from 
low income families*' and ''youth from middle income families," 

Twenty three and one- tenth percent of the commissioners whose 
main occupation was non-agricultural businessjnen rated youth from low 
Income families very important ^ 55.8 percent rated them important, and 

21.1 percent rated them less than important. Forty percent of the com- 
missioners JSfho were farmers or agricultural related businessmen rated 
this clientele group very important, 58,2 percent rated them important, 
and 1.8 percent less than important. Of those coinmiss ioners whose m.ain 
occupation was professicnal or "other," 34.9 percent rated youth from 
low income families very important, 53,5 percent rated them important, 
and 11.6 percent rated them less than important. 

Youth from middle income families ■\i7ere rated very important b^^ 
17,3 percent of the non-agricultural businessmen with 57.7 percent rat- 
ing them important and 25.0 percent rating them less than import-ant. 
Farmers and agricultural related businessmen rated youth from middle in- 
come families very important at 29.1 percent while 67.3 percent rated 
them important and 3,6 percent less than important. Of those coinmis- 
sioners whose main occupation was professional or "other," 25*6 percent 
rated this clientele group very important, 51, 2. percent important, and 

23.2 percfc.at less than important. 

Level of Education ; There was a significant association between 
leve.. of formal education and the 4-H (yotith work) :^lientele groups 
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"youth from middle income fp.riuMies^* and ^'youth from upper income fami- 
lies." 

l^iuety seven percent of the commissioner a whose highest level o 
formal education was high school or less rated youth from middle income 
families important or very important, leaving three percent rating this 
clientele group le;.s than important. In contrast, 71.9 percent of the 
coimiissioners v/ho attended college rated this group important or very 
Important with 28.1 percent rating it less than important. 

Seventy six and one-half percent of the commissioners vjhobe 
highest level of ff^rmal education was high school or less rated youth 
from -upper income families important or very important while 23.5 per- 
cent rated this group less .than import unt. Fifty percent of the commis 
siouers who attended college rated this clientele group important or 
very important with the other fifty percent rating it less than impor- 
tant, . 

Age: There was no significanf: association betx^een age and the 
ten 4~H (youth work) clientele groups. 

Presidential Background : There was a significant association be 
tween residential background and the 4-H (youth work) clientele group 
"youth from middle income families." this clientele group was rated im 
portant or very important by 92.6 percent of the commissionevs with a 
farm or rural background. Seven and four-tenths percent of those com- 
missioners rated the group less than important. Of those commissioners 
with a "town^^ background, 72.8 percent rated youth from middle income 
families important or very important and 27.2 percent rated them less 
than important. • 
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Involvement: in Extension Programs : Tlriere was no significant 
association between involvement in Extension programs and/or activities 
and the ten 4-H (^^outh work) clientele groups* 

Economic Value of Agriculture to County : There was a signifi- 
cant association between perceived economic valiie of agriculture to the 
county and the 4-H (youth work) clientele grocn '*all youth between nine 
and nineteen years of age." This group was ratr d important or very im- 
portant by 87,8 percent of those commissioners whose perception of the 
economic value of agriculture was of l''ttle imporcance to important. It 
was rated less than iraportant by 12.2 perc^snt of those commissioners. 
In contrast, 97.1 percent of the commissioners who perceived the econom- 
ic value of agriculture to the county to be very important rated this 
clientele group important or very important v/ith 2.9 percent rating it 
less than important. 

Summary 

This hypothesis can be partially rejected in that thirty of the 
240 combinations of independent variables and commissioners' perception 
of selected Extension program clientele were statistically significant. 
The significant associations are summarized in Tables 36, 37, and 38. 

Summary 

This section has presented data relative to the degree of asso-; 

ciation existing between eight independent variables " and rural and urban 

county commissioners' perception of the relative importance of various 

elements of selected Extension program content and clientele. Chi 

square was used to test the significance of the associations. The chi- 
square values for all (126) statistically significant combinations of 
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the independent and dependent variables are shown in Tables 57 through 
182 in Appendix C. Association of independent variables with dependent 
variables, including levels of significance for statistically signifi- 
cant combinations, is sunimarized in Tables 21 through 38. All hypothe- 
ses were partially rejected. 
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CHAPTER V 

SLM'IARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND IMPLICATIONS 

The purpose of this chapter is to present the summary of the 
findings, the conclusions, and implications of this study, Tliis study 
was concerned x\?ith the perceptions of county commissioners from 
Florida's fifteen most rural and fifteen most urban counties as the per 
ceptions relate to the relative importance of selected content and cli- 
entele of Cooperative Extension Service programs o 

Objectives of the Study 
The overall purpose of this stuoy xvas to explore and compare thi 
perception of county commissioners from Florida's most rural and most 
urban counties concerning the relative ijjjportance of selected content 
and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs „ More specifi- 
cally, the objectives of the study were: 

1. To identify and compare selected personal and social characteris 
tics of county conuiiissioners from Florida's fifteen most rural 
and fifteen most urban counties; 

2. To determine the relative importance attributed to selected con- 
tent and clientele of Cooperative E>ctension Service programs by 
the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural and fifteen 
most urban counties; and, 

3. To determine tlie association betxv7een personal and social 
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characteristics oi: county commissioners froni the fifteen most .ru~ 
ral and fifteen most urban counties and the relative iniportancQ 
attributed to selected content and clientele of Cooperative 
Extension Service prograiTiS. 

Methodology 

A questionnaire v/as used to collect data from county commission- 
ers in thirty Florida counties. The counties were divided -into tv;o 
groups 5 the fifteen most rural counties and the fifteen most urban coun- 
ties according to the definition given in the 1970 Census of Population- 
Florida. The questionnaire collected data about selected personal and 
social characteristics of the county commissioners as well as data. con- 
cerning each county commissioner's perception of the relative importance 
of selected content and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service pro- 
grams. Personal data collected included; tenure as a county commission- 
er, main occupation, highest level of formal education, age, residential 
background, extent of involvement in Extension programs and /or activi- 
ties, perceived economic value of agriculture to the county, and famil- 
iarity with the Extension Service. 

The data to determine each commissioner's perception of the rel- 
ative importance, of selected content and clientele of Extension programs 
T7'^re collected from responses to 60 items on the questionnaire, twenty 
of v;hlch related to each of the three major program areas--agriculture3 
home economics, and 4~H (youth work) . 

Frequency distributions and percentages were used to present the 
various elements of the county commissioners' personal data as well as 
the elements of perception by county commissioners from both rural and 
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urban counties. Rank order scores were used for comparison" betiijeen ru- 
ral and urban counties, using Spearman's rho for rank correlation. The 
chi-square test was used to test the significance of association betv^een 
the independent and dependent variables. Statistical analysis was based 
upon the .05 level of significance; hovever, fxll probability values for 
chi square have been indicated in the tables. 

Findings 

The first finding ^f this study will be a description and com- 
parison of the county commissioners relating to the eight personal and 
social characteristics that made up the independent variables in this 
study. Also included will be a statement of the hypothesis relating to 
the personal and social characteristics of the commissioners with a 
summary of the findings. 

Next will be a statement of the hypothesis and a summary of the 
findings relating to that part of the study having to do with a compara- 
tive analysis of rural and urban commissioners concerning their percep- 
tion of the relative importance of selected content and clientele of 
Cooperative Extension Service programs. 

Finally 3 this will be followed by a statement of the six hypoth- 
eses relating to the perception of county commissioners from rural, ur- 
ban, and rural and urban (total) counties conceming..the relative impor- 
tance of selected content and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service 
programs, with a summary of findings after each, 

« ■ 

Personal and Social Characteristics 
of County Commissioners 

County commissioners from rural and urban counties sboT^^ed very 
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s5,milar personal cilld"\socia], characteri sties in some respects but V7ere 
very different in others. The typical county cojnmi^.sionsr from the ru- 
ral counties involved in this study was between 46 and 60 years of age 
Tv^ith almost equal chances that he was serving his first, second, third, 
or more term as a county coirjnissionei". He xvas probably engaged in farm- 
ing or an agricultural, i-elated business as his main occupation and had 
spent the most significant portion of his life on a farm or in a rural 
area^ Ha did not attend college. He felt very strongly that agricul- 
ture was very important to the economy of his county^ had been directly 
involved in Extension programs and/or activities, though not a lot, and 

considered that he was familiar with the Cooperative Extension Service, 
'•A 

though not very familiar, . \ " 

In contrast, the typical county commissioner from the urban 
counties involved in th^.s study was between 31. and 60 years of age and 
probably had s'erved as a county commissioner less than four years. He 
was a non-agricultural'^busiaessittan or in a professional position and not 
a farmer. He spent t^e most significant portion of his life in a tox^m, 
in contrast to a rural area or ov^ u fariHj and was probably a college 
graduate. The commissioner from the urban county felt that agriculture 
v/as very important to the economy of the county though not as strongly 
as a commissioner from a rural county. He had been directly involyed in 
Extension progranis. and/or activities some, though not a lot, and there 
was a good chance he had not been involved at all. He was familiar with 
the Cooperative Extension Service, though not very familiar. 

The null hypothesis relating to this section was: Tliere is no 
significant difference between the county commissioners from the fifteen 

: . . . \ J' ' 
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most: rural counties and the comii:y conimissioiiei'S from the fifteen mo s 
urban counties concerning the following eight selectecl personal. and so- 
cial chai'acteristics: (1) number o£ years as a .commissioner (tenure), 
(2) main occupation, (3) level of education^ (4) age, (5) residential 
background J (6) involvement in Extension progranis and/or activities ^ (1) 
perception of the economic value of agriculture to the county, and (8) 
familiarity with the Cooperative Extension Service. • , ' ' 

/This hypothesis was partially rejected in that there were sig- 
nifrlcant differences in four of 'the eight personal and social character- 
istics of commissioners from rural ai'^^d urban counties. The characteris-;- 
tics ^in V7hich there were significant differences were: ' 
Main Occupation : IVenty-percent. of the commissioners from rural 
counties were non-agricultural businessmen opposed to forty nine 'percent 
of the commissioners from urban counties; tvjenty one percent of the ru-- 
ral commissioners were engaged in an' agricultural related business i.n 
contrast to ten percent of the urban commissioners; forty percent of the 

rural commissioners^ were farmers in contrast to four percent -of- the ur- 

'i . . _ ... ^ ■ « ■ 

ban- commissioners ; thirteen percent of the rural coramissioners held pro- 

fessional positions compared to nineteen percent of .the urban commission 
ers; and, seven percent of the rural commissioners were engaged in 
"other" main occupations contrasted with eighteen percent of the 'commis- 
sioners from urban counties. 

Commissioners from rural and urban counties were. significantly 
different in their main occupations. This element of the; null hypoth- - 
esis was rejected at the, .01 level of significance* 

Levc of Education : Thirty three percent of the commissioners 

I ■ , . - ■ ■ ; , 

from rural counties did not graduate from high school ^n contrast tq^ 
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three percent of the co.^ujissioxiers from urban counties; thirty eipht 
percent of the rural coninvissioners graduated from high school but did 
not attend college compared to nineteen percent of the urban conimission- 
. ers; eighteen percent of the rural commissioners attended college less 
than four years opposed to thirty six percent of the urban conimissioners 
andj eleven percent of the rural commissioners attended college four or 
more years compared to forty tV7o percent of urban commis.. -oners . ^t— 

Commissioners from rural and urban counties vere significantly 
different in the highest level of formal nducation completed. This ele- 
ment of the null hypothesis was rejected at the .01 level of'sdgnifi- 
.1 ' - ■ 

■I . • ^ ' 

cane e 9 

■ ■ ~ . ' ^ _„__w/./y • 

Residential Background: Fifty four ^percent of the commissioners 
from rural counties spent the most significant portion of their life on 
a farm compared to nine percent of the commissioners from urban counties 
thirty three percent of the rural commissioners had a rural non-farm 
residential background j.n contrast to thirteen percent of the urban com- 
missioners; eleven percent of the rural coTiimissioners spent the most 
significant portion of their life, ix? a tovm 'of 10,000 persons or less - 
compared to nine percent of the urban commissioner.'^-; and, for slightly 
over one percent of the rur-al commissioners their residential background 
was a town with over 10,000 persons contrasted with si:cty nine percent 
of the urban commissioners. , " ^ 

Commissioners from rural apd urban counties were significantly 
different in their residential backgrounds;. This element of the null 
hypothesis was rejected at the „01 level of significance. 

Involvement in Extension Programs: Fifteen percent cf tho com- 
missioners from rural, counties had not b^en directly involved in' 
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Extension programs and/or activities compared to thirty percent of the 
urban commissioners; sixty seven percent of the rural conmiissioners had 
been involved in Extension programs some in cont:rast to forty four per- 
cent of the urban commissioners; and, eighteen percent ;|of the rural com- 
" missioners had been involved "a lot'* compared to twenty] seven • -rcent-of - 
the urban commissioners. , 

Com.missioners from rural and urban comities were significantly 
different in the extent of their involvement in Extension programs and/or 
activities. This element of the null hypothesis was rejected at the ,02 
level of significance. 

There was no significant difference between commissioners from 
■rural counties and commissioners from urban ' counties concerning the fol-.. 
lowing personal and social characteristics: tenure as a county commis- 
sioner, age, perceived economic value of agriculture to, the county, and 
familiarity X\rith the Cooperative Extension Service. Therefore, these 
elements of the null hypothesis could not be rejected at the .05 ^^evel 
of significance* . 

't 

Pvelative Importance of Selected Content - 
a nd Clientele of Extension Programs As 

. Perceived By County Commissioners ^ . 

A rank order distribution of Extension program content (subjects) 
and clientele (clientele groups) was used to compare and correlate rural 
and urban county commissioners* perceptions of the relative importance 
of selected content and clientele. The rank orders were based on total 

scores which ware obtained by multiplying the number of respondents se- 

■ ^ -.J , 

lecting a particular response on the quest ioxmaire times the value as- 
signed to the response. The Spearman rho test for rank correlation was 
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used to test the signii-'icance of correlation. 

The null hypothesis relating to this section was: There is no 
as5ociatj,on between the county commissioners from the fifteen most rural 
counties and the county coiTTmissioners from the fifteen most urban coun- 
ties concerning their perception of the relative importance of selected 
content and clientele of Cooperative Extension Service programs in agri- 
culture^ home econc" i ics, and 4-H (youth work) . 

This hypojjhesis v/as partially rejected in that there ".;ere sig- 
nificant associations in Lhe perceptions of i"ural and urban commission- 
ers concerning the relative importance of all elements of the hypothe- 
sis except content of 4-H (youth work) programs • Those program areas 
in which similar perceptions x-zere held by commissioners from rural and. 
urban counties v;ere: 

Agricultural Content : Commissioners from rural and urban coun- ' 
ties x-7ere similar in tlTeir perception of t ie relative importance of the 
ten selected agricultural subjects, Tliis element of the null hypothesis 
xv^as rejected at. the .01 level of significance., . - 

Home Economics Content : Commissioners from rural arid urban 
counties x^ere 'similar in their perception of the relative importance of 
the ten selected home economics subjects. This/elej .ant-- of the null hy- . 
pothesis V7as rejected at 'the .001 level of significance. 

Agricultural Clientele : Commissioners from rural and urban 
counties x\rere siirilar in their perception of the relative importance of 
the ten s,elected agricultural clientele groups. This element of the 
null hypothesis was rejected at rhe .OOi level of significance. 

Home Eco nomics C lientele; ComiTiissidner:; from rural and urban 
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counties v/ere similar in their perception of the relative importance of 
the ten selected home economics client^^.le groups* This element of the 
null hypothesis V7as rejected at the .001 level of significance, 

4-H (Youth Work) Clientele : Commissioners from rural and urban 
counties were s5.milar in their percept 'on of the riilative importance of- 
the ten. selected 4-H (youth V7ork) clientele groups. This element of the 
null hypothesis was rejected at die .01 level of significance. 

Commissioners from ri n"^ and urban counties did not reflect the 
similarity in perception of the r^^lativi impcrtance of the ten selected 
4-H (youth v7ork) subjects that they dia in the other elements of the 
hypothesis. This element of the null hypothesis could not be r^^jected 
at the ,05 level oi significance. 

Association of Personal and Social , 
Characteristics of County Commissioners 
With Their Perception of the Relative 
Importance of Selected Content and 
Clientele of Cooperative Extension 
* Service Programs 

The, purpose of this section vjas to show the association between 

eight personal and social characteristics (independent variables) of the 

rural and urban commissioners and their perception of the re'i.ative impor 

tance of selected content and clientele of Extension programs (dependent 

variable) The independent variables wet'eT' (1) number of years as a 

county cominissionar (tenure), (2) main occupation, (3) level«of formal 

education, (4) age, (5) residential background, (6) involvement in 

•Extension /programs and/or activities, (7) perceived economic value of 

agricT;iture to the county, and (8) familiarity with the Extension 

Service, 
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The association of the lndep<;ndoii.. and deijendent variables V7as 
anal^'zed usin^^ chi-square techniques, C' , -square values V7ere computed 
from actual numerical frequencies. The six hypotheses relating to this 
section and a summary of their findings follov/. 

There is no associal'ion between eight selected personal and so- 
cia l characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen most 
rural counties and their perception of the relative jjTi^ortance of se- 
lected Extension program content. 

This hypothesis was partially rejected in that fourteen of the 
240 combinations of independent variables and the commissioners' percep- 
tion of selected Ei':tension program content were statistically signifi- 
cant. Tliere v/ere ten significant associations relating to agriculture, 
three significaiit associations relating to home economics, and one sig- 
nificant association relating to 4-H (youth work) , 

There is no association betvjeen eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county ^conimissioners from the fiJ:t3en most 
urban counties and their perception of the relative importance of se- 
lected' Extension program conLent. , 

This hypothesis was partially rejected in that seventeen of the 
240 combinations of independent variables and commissioners ' perception 
of selected Extension program content were statistically significant. 
Tliere Xi/ere nine significant associations relating to agriculture, three 
relating to home economics, and five relating to 4-H (youth work). 

There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the couaty commissioners from the fifteen most 
rural and the fifteen most urban counties and their perception of the 

ERIC 
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relative impor Lance o£ sclectied Extiension program conticnt o 

This hypothesis V7as partially rejected in that thirty five of 
the 240 coiiibiiiations of independent variables and commissioners percep- 
tion of selected Extension prog^ram content were statistically signifi- 
cant. There ..ere eighteen significant associations relating to agri- 
culcure, nine to home economics, and eight to 4-H (youth work). 

Thei'B is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the county commissioners from the fifteen most 
rural counties and their perception of tne relative importance of se- 
l>^cted Extension program clientele 

This hypothesis was partially rejected in that eleven of the 
^'^O combinations of independent variables and commissioners' perception 
of selected Extension program clientele were statistically significant. 
There were seven significant associations relating to agriculture^ two 
relating to home economics ^ and^ two relating to 4-H (youth work) . 

There is no association between ei^ht selected personal and so- 
cial characteristics of the couiity commissioners from the fifteen most 
urban counties and their perception of the relative importance of se- 
lected Extension program clientele o 

This hypothesis v/as partially rejected in that nineteen of the 
240 combinations of independ* ^vt variables and commissionprs ' perception 
of selected Extension program clientele were statistically significant. 
There were nine significant associations relating to agriculture, tV7o to 
home economics, and eight to 4-R (youth work). 

There is no association between eight selected personal and so- 
cial characte ri sties of the county cominiss ioners from the fifteen most 
rural and the fifteen most urban counties and tlieir percej)tion of the 

O — ' : — _____ - 
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relative im port g:ice of selected Extensio n r'^'o g^^ni clientele* 

Tliis l-.ypothusic vjas partially rejected in that thirty of the 
240 'Combinations of independent variables and commissioners' perception 
of selected 'lixtension program clientele were statistically significant. 
There vjere fourteen significant associations relating to agriculture, 
ten relating to home econcmics, and six relating to 4-H (youth work). 

In total, there v/ere 126 statistically significant associations 
between independent and dependent VB>'±r.\.J.es out of a possible 1440 
> combinations. 

Conclusions 

The following conclusions are based on the analyses and inter- 
pretations of the data obtained in this study. 

1. With fev; exceptions, both rural and urban county commissioners 
were highly supportive of the Extension program content and cli- 
entele with which this study was concerned*. It is therefore con-, 
eluded that the commissioners relate Extension programs to the 
needs of society and find them worthy of continued financial 
support. 

2. jS:?sed upon the dcr;;ree to which the commissioners from both groups 
expressed support for Extension program content and clientele, 

it appears that the Cooperative Extension Service occupies a fa- 
vorable image in the minds of the commissioners, 

3. In so far as the 60 elements of Extension program content and 
clientele in this study represent state and national program pri- ' 
orities, and in so far as the instrument used was sufficiently 
sensitive to accurately measure the perception of county 
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coiiTiiissioners , it is concluded that sUate and national pfiorities 
are generally compatible v/ith county priorities, 

4, Even though a change in Extension philosophy in recent years, 
and consequently a change in some Extension prograra priorities, 
has met with both favor and disfavor ainong the general public, 
county coiTunissioners from both rural and urban counties favorably 
accept. most current and proposed Extension programs, as presented 
in this study, which reflect present Extension philosophy. 

5, Although there V7ere significant personal and social differences 
between the two commissioner groups, tliere was not a polarization 
of commissioners from rural counties toward traditional agricul- 
tural or rural pirogram content and clientele and commissioners 
from urban counties toward non-traditional, more socially orien- 
ted program content and clientele, 

6, Commissioners from both rural and urban counties reflect a posi-. 
tive concern for both the economic impact of agriculture on ti\e 
county as well as environmental quality and ecological balance. 

Implications 

Although the conclusions dram from this study are generally 
favorable to the Cooperative Extension Service, the stady suggests the 
following implications for the Extension Service: 

1. As the county commissioners from rural and urban counties differ 
considerably in certain personal and social characteristics, and 
as such differences can influence their perception. Extension 
administrators, supervisors, and agents should seriously consider 
the personal and social differences of coiiunissioners in their 
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x>?ork:lug relationship. It seems logical to assume that such con- 
sideration should create better understanding and strengthen the 
organization's effectiveness. 

In that the connnissioners from both rural and urban cou^ities 
strongly support agriculture, the Extension-Service should con- 
tinue to plan and implement sound educational programs in agri- 
culture. As a majority of comnussionerwS from both groups felt 
that agijiculture was very important to the economy o"f the county, 
it would seem that the Extension Service has a responsibility to 
help keep agriculture economically strong in the counties. 
Since many of the commissioners who perceived the economic value 
of agriculture to the county as very important also perceived 
many of the other elements of Extension program content and cli- 
entele to be important or very important, it would appear benefi- 
cial to the Extension Service to crcal'f^ in thR minds of all com- 
missioners an av7areness of and appreciation for the economic im- 
pact of agriculture on the county. Commissioners should also be 
apprised of Extension's educational role in the area of agricul- 
ture. 

Since a significant number of county commissioners have never 
been involved in Extension programs and are not familiar with the 
Extension Service, Extension needs to take positive steps to not 
only familiarize but actually involve county commissioners in its 
educational programs and activities. Also, a system of continu- 
ous effective communication should be initiated where such does 
not presently exist. 

In view of the high correlation (with the exception of 4-H 
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subject matter) between X'ural. and urban conmiissioners concerniri;^ 
the relat3.ve iriiportnrLCc of Extension program content and clic^n- 
tele, the Extension Service should find support for developing 
and implementiiig many programs ''across the board'* regardless of 
the rural-urban orientation of counties. 

In viev7 of the rural and urban commissioners' differences of 
opinion concerning 4-H (youth work) subject matter, the Extension 
Service should provide 4-II work in broad areas of interest for 
young people in contrast to the traditional agricultural and 
home economics areas only. 
County Extension directors, county home economics" agents, and 
district supervisors should re-evaluate efforts expended in the 
home economics subject matter areas of '^cultural arts,'' ''renova- 
tion of furniture," and "use of leisure time" in view of the low 
priority given these subjects by the commissioners from both -ru- 
ral and urban counties • 

County Extension directors, home economics agents, 4-H coordina- 
tors, and district supei*viriorb should re-evaluate efforts ex- 
pended with "urban and city" and "upper income" youth and home 
economics clientelp in view of the lower priority given these 
groups by both rural and urban commissioners. 
County Extension directors, county agricultural agents, and 
district supervisors should analyze 'the amount of time and ef- 
fort expended for large commercial fanners and hobby farmers in 
view of the lower priority given these groups in relation to the 
average size family farmer. 
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10. Generally^ Extension agents in the counties can feel reasonably 
secure in the knovj].edge< that thri county coiximissioners support 

j Extension's efforts toward fulfilling the needs of society. 
Such support should not be taken for granted, however, and 
Extension agents should continue to involve local advisory com- 
mittees in the developinent and implementation of Extensiovi pro- 
grams . in an effort to continue to meet the needs of society and 
merit the support of county commissioners. 

11. County Extension staffs should be made aware of commissioners' 
perceptjipns of Extension program content and clientele so they 

• will be in a positior to anticipate commissioner reaction to 
programs [proposed by clientele groups. An understanding of com- 
missioners' perceptions should put Extension agents in a more 
favorable position for giving leadership to the resolution of 
conflicting perceptual values between commissioners and clien- 
tele groups. 

The conclusions and implications draxTii from the data of this 
study relate only to the counties involved in the study. No generaliza- 
tion to other counties is specified or implied. 
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APPENDIX A 



QTTESTIONNAIRE 



2002 HcCarty Hall 
University of Florida 
Gainesville , Florida 

Dear Mro Commissioner: 

The Cooperative Extension Sei'vice is a cooperative Federal-S tate- 
County agency. We v7ho work v/ith County Extension Agents througliout the 
State of Florida are most appreciative of the very fine support County 
CoiTimissioners give to Extension's effort to help people in Florida help 
the'xiiselves through educational programs 

Because the Extension Service is your business as well as ours, I 
am conducting a study to determine your opinions "concerning selected 
subject matter and clientele (groups with whom Extension works) of 
Extension programs. I will be most appreciative of your cooperation in 
the study. 

A questionnaire is attached which should take only a few minutes to 
complete. I am hopeful that you v/ill treat it seriously and give me the 
benefit of your very frank feelings about the items listed in the 
questionnaire. 

Here are the instructions: 

1. Please read each item carefully - 

2o Please select only one answer per item* 

3. Please ansv/er every item. 

4. When completed, please place the questionnaire in the at- 
tached envelope, seal it so it vjill be confidential, and 
return it to the person handling the survey in your county. 

5. Please take time to complete and return the questionnaire 
nov7 rather than taking it home to return * later « 

Your interest and cooperation are deeply appreciated. 

Yours very truly, 

Earl M. Kelly 
District Agent 

Florida Cooperative Extension 
Service 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 



lo How long have ^'^ou served as .a county conuiiissioner? (Check one) 

a. less than 4 years 

( b> b etween 4 and 8 years 

c._ over 8 years 

2^ VJhat is your main occupation?* (Check or v/rite in the one which 
you consider your main occupation) 

ao_ businessman (non-agricultural) 

b . ^businessman (agricultural related) 

Co farmer 

do __prof essional ; . 

e. pother (specify) • 



3o What was the highest level you completed in school? (Check one) 
a, - less than high school 
b / ■ h igh school, but no college 

c. s ome college, but less than four years 

d. ^four years or more of college 

4. To which of the f ollox^ing age groups do you belong? (Check one) 

a. 30 years or younger 

b. 31 to 45 years 

c. _46 to 60 years 

d. ^ 61 years or older 
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1:74 



"(9) 5, In v;hat siCuaLion have you spent the most significant po3:tlon 
ot* your life? (Check only one) ) 

a, o n a farm ^ ■ ' 

bo^ rural, but not on a farm 

Co to\m up to 10,000 persons 

d.__^ ^town over 10,000 persons 

(10) 6. To XN/hat extent have you been directly Involved in Cooperative 
. Extension Service programs and/or activities? (Check one) 

a. none . 

^- ■ — — . ■ \ 

bo some 

V 

c . a lot 



(11) ?• In your opinion, x^hich of the. following best describes the 

economic yalue of agriculture to your county? (Check one) 

a. o f little importance 

b. ^ important 

c . v ery, ir.portant 

(12) 8, Which of the f ollov7ing best devscribes your familiarity v;ith the 

Cooperative Extension Service? (Check. one) 

• , V. ■ * ^ . 

a. - _not very familiar 

b. ^ familiar . 

c. . very familiar 



ERLC 



175 



AGRICULTURAL SU33JECT S 

The Extension Service iCoaiducts educational programs concerning many dii: 
ferent subjects in agricultureo Please circle the -^^X^' which best des- 
cribes the relative importance you place on each agricultural subject 
listed below:. y * ' 

(Please answer each item) • 

not 

very . very 
Unimpt . . impt . neutral imp to , iinp t ^ 

(13) 1. Production of . . / 

agricultural \\ , 

products ....... X X X ~X^ X. 

(14) 2. Processing of ' 

agricultural 

products a X X X . X X 

(15) 3. Marketing of . 

agricultural 

products.... ....... X X ■ X X X" 

(16) 4. Farm business * 

management . . o « o . . o . X X X X- X 

(17) 5. LaTOs, plants, and 

trees in the yard... X X X • X .X 

(18) 6. Agricultural labor 

relations..;....... X X X X X 

.(19) 7. Management of 

timberlands. . . . . . . . X * X X X X 

(20) /8. Public affairs 

education. 
(understanding 

public issues) ... a . X X X X . X 

(21) 9. Land use plannirxg 

(includes county- ' , . 

wide * development) . X. X. X X X 

(22) 10. Proper use and 

conservation of. 

natural resources.. X , X ' X X X 
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HO ME ECONOMICS SUBJECTS 

The Extension Service conducts educational programs concerning many dif- 
ferent subjects in home economics. Please circle the '^X" v:hich best oos- 
cribes the relative importance .you place on each home economics subjctcl: 
listed -below. 



(Please answer each item) 



' imimpt;. 



not 
ve.ry 
impt > 



neut:ra l i mpt. 



very 
impt. 



(23) 

(24) 

(25) 
(26) 



Ip Clothing 

cons true tiono 

7.. Renovating 
furniture, , , • 



3c 
4. 



Roods and 



nujt 



rition 



Cultural arts 
(understanding and 
appreciation for 
music, art, etc.) , , 



X 

X 
X 



X 

X 
X 



X 

X 

X 



X 
X 



X 

.X 
X 



(27) 
(28) 



5. Leadership 
development 



6. Use of leisure 
time. , 



(29) 7. Consumer education. 



X 
X 



X 

X 



X 
X 



X 
X 



.X 
X 



(30) 8. Family life 
education... 



X 



(31) 9. Job preparation 

(developing the 
basic skills to . , 
apply for and 
hold a job) X 

(32) 10. Efficient use of 

food stamps X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 



X 
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4-i3 (YOUTH WORK) FUBJEC TS 



The Extension Service conducts educational px-ograms concerning many dif- 
ferent subjecLs l.a 4-11 (youth vjc^k) . Please circle the "X'l which best 
describes the relative importance you place on each 4-H (youth work) 
stibject listed below^ 







(Please. 


. answer 


each item) 












unimpt . 


not 
very 
impt . 


neutral 


impt . 


very 

■impt, 


(33) 


i; 


Honiemaking skills 


X . 


X 


X 


X 


X 


(34) 


2. 


Agricultural skills 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


(35) 


3. 


Community 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


(36) 


4. 


Understanding and 
improving the 


X. 


X 


X 


X 


X 


(37). 


5. 


Und e r s t and ing . .7 
public issues 
(public affairs)... 


X . 


V 


V 




Y 


(38) 


6o 


Understanding 
economics and the • 
American business 


X 


' ) 

X 


X 


X 


' X 


(39) 


1. 


Career explorationo 


X 


X ■ 


X 




X' 


(40) 


8. 


Health education... 


X 


. ;x 


X 


.X , 


X 


(41) 


9. 


Personal 


X 


X 


X 


X 


' X 


(42) 


10. 




"X 


X 


X 


•X 


X 



erJc 
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ACRlCirLTURAL GROUPS 

The Extension Service works with inany different groups of people^ 
Please circle the- "X" which best describes the relative importance you 
place on each, agricultural group listed below,- 

fPlease answer each item") , ■ 

not 

. very ' very 
unimpt , imp t , - neutral impt . impi:. 

(43) . 1. Large conmierc'ial 

■ farmers (producers) X X X X X 

(44) 2. Average size 

family famiers..., . . X X X X X 

(45) 3. Small subsistence 

(low income) 

. farmers o. ....... X X X X X 

(46) 4. Part-time farmers . 
, (operator x-zorks off ■ ■ . 

fainn more than 100 ' ■ , " 

days per year)^,.. ., X X X ' ■ X X. 

(47) 5. Hobby fanners, . X ■ X X X X 

(48) 6. Agribusiness firms 

(supply and/qr . 

service agriculture) X X X XX 

(49) 7. Agricultural 

commodity 

.. .^.-^ organizations (such ■ 
as Cattleman's [ . 

Association, etc.). X X XX X 

(50) 8. Homeo^mers.. ... X X. X . X .. . X 

(51) 9o Local (domestic) 

- farm laborersro ; ; . , . X X . X . X X 

(52) 10. Migrant farm . " ' 

laborers..., X X X X X 
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imm ECQNQITXCS GROUPS 

Tlie Extension Service works, with many different groups of people. 
Please circle tlie "X'^ which best describes the relative importance you 
place on each home economics group listed below, 

■ • (Please answer each Item) ^ ^ . ■ 

not 

v.,^ ■ ^ very very 

unimpt ,• imp t , neutral impt , i niyt , 

(53) 1. Farm homemakers 

(live on the farm). X . X X X X 

.(54) . 2. Rural non- farm 

homemakers (live 
in rural areas but 

not on a farm) ■ X ■ - X X X " X 

(55) 3p Small to^m and 

village homemakers, X . X X X' X 

(55) 4. Urban and city , ' . 

homemakers X ■ 'X X ■ ' X X 

(57) 5, Low income 

homemakers , , , X .X X X - X 

(58) 6; Middle income • . 

homemakers..... ■ X: X ' X X . X 

(59) 7^ Upper income 

■ homemakers » X . ' X . X X X 

(60) 8. Senior citizens., . . X X X X .. X 

(61) 9. Young married 

women (under 30 

years of age) o . . . . , : X . X X X . X 

(62) 10 o Homemakers from . " 

minority groups » . . , X . X X X X 

■ .. . ■ ■ • >^ - 
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..i 4-H (YOUTH WORK) GROUPS 

The Extension Service works v7ith many different groups of people. 
Please circle the "X" v/hich best describes the relative importance you 
place on each 4-11 (youth work) group listiad below, 

(Please answer each i tem)_^- . ' ; 

not 

very very 
unimpt . ' imp t « neutral impt « imp t > 

(63) 1. Farm youth (live ' . 

on the farm) .a..... X X X X ^X 

(64) 2. Rural non-farm 

youth (live in 
rural areas but not 

on a farm) X X X X X 

(65) 3. Small to^TO and _ • 

village, youth. X . X X * X X 

(66) 4. Urban and city 

youtho : X X ^ X X x/. 

(67) 5. Youth from low 

income families.. X X X X X 

(68) 6. Youth from middle 

income families o . X . X X . X X 

(69) 7. Youth from upper 

income f amil-ieij . , . . X X X X X 

(70) . 8. Youth from .* . . 

minority groups.... X X X X X 

(71) 9. All youth between 

9 and 19 years of . 
age (official 4-H 
^ -Club age limits)... X , ' X j X . - X X 

(72) 10. All youth between 

7 and 19 years of 

age (adds 7 and 8 ■ • ' . - - . 

year bids to offi- 
cial 4-H Club age 

limits) o...... X X X . X X 

To make sure all districts in selected counties are represented in this 

study, please check the district you represent: #1 #2^_ il^3^ it^ 

#5 , other_ , (please specify ) . 



APPENDIX B 

PERCEPTIONS OF RIJRAL AND URBAN COUNTY COl^lMIS SIGNERS 
CONCERNING SELECTED CONTENT AND CLIENTELE 
OF EXTENSION PROGRAl^lS 
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APPEM)IX C 

CHI-SQUARE TABLES OF INDEPENDENT 
AND DEPENDENI VARIABLES 



TABLE 57. --Association bclzv/een the economic value of agriculture to the. 
county as perceived by the coimnissioners from rural counties and their 
perception of the agricultural subject ''production of agricultural 

products'* 





Perception 


of 


Relative 


Trrrn o T"t" "O r» p 


Economic Value 
of Agriculture 


Less Tlian 
Very Important Very Important 


Total 


to County 


N % 


N 


% 


N % 


Of little importance 
to important 


9 50.0 


9 


50.0 


18 100.0 


Very important 


7 13.0 


47 


.87.0 


54 100 . 0 


Total 


16 22.2 


56 


77.8 


72 100.0 


- 8.679 d.f. 


= 1 Significant > 


at , 


.01 level 





TABLE 58 . --Association b^itxveen the economic value of agriculture to the 
county as perceived by the commissioners from rural counties and their 
perception of the ag^ricultural subject "marketing of agricultural 

products" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Economic Value Lesa Than 

of Agriculture Very Important Very Important Total 

to County N % N ■ % N % 



Of little importance 



to important 


9 


50.0 


9 


50.0 


18 


100. 


,0 


Very important 


11 


20.4 


43 


79.6 ■ 


54 


100, 


.0 


Total 


20 


27.8 


52 


72.2 


72 


100, 


,0 



X'' = 4.523 d.f. = 1 Significant at .05 level 

201 



202 



TABLE 59. --Association between the main occupation of the commissioners 
from rural counties and their perception of the agricultural subject 

"management of timberlands" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than • . 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Main. Occupation N % " N % N % 



Businessman, non- 
agricultural 


13 


92.9 


1 


7.1 


14 


100.0 


Farmer, businessman 
agricultural related 


25 


56.8 


19 


43.2 


44 


100.0 


Professional and other 


10 


71.4 


4 


28.6 


14 


100.0 


Total 


48 


66.7 


24 


33.3 


72 


100.0 


. = 6.385 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant 


at .05 


level 







TABLE 60. — Association bet^/een the age of the commissioners from rural 
counties and their perception of the agricultural subject ''production 

of agricultural products" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Tlian 

Very Important Very Important Total 
Age N % N % N 7o 



45 years and under 


9 


40.9 


13 


59.1 


22 


100.0 


Over 45 years 


7 


14.0 


43 


86.0 


50 


100.0 


Total 


16 


22.2 


56 


77,8 


72 


100.0 


= 4.938 d.f. 


= 1 


Significant 


at .05 


level 
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TABLE 61 . --Association between the tenure of the coimnissioners frorn ru- 
ral counties and their perception of the agricultural subject ^'nianagc- 

raent of timber lands'* 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Tenure N % N 7o N % 



Less than 4 years 


22 


91.7 


2 


8.3 


24 


100.0 


Between 4 and 8 years 


14 


51.9 


13 


48.1 


27 


100.0 


Over 8 years 


12 


57.1 


9 


42.9 


21 


100.0 


Total 


48 


66.7 


24 


33.3 


72 


100.0 


= 10.274 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant 


at 


.01 level 







TABIil 62, — Association betv/een the tenure of the commi.'^^ioners. fi-om ru- 
ral counties and their perception of the agricultural subject "land use 

planning'V 







Perception of 


Relative 


Importance 




Less Than 
Very Important Very Important 




Total 


Tenure 


N 


7= N' 


7o 


N 


% 


Less than 4 years 


16 


66-7 8 


33.3 


24 


100.0 


Betxi7een 4 and 8 years 


7 


25.9 20 


74.1 


27 


100.0 • 


Over 8 years 


12 


57.1 9 


42.9 


21 


100.0 


Total 


35 


48.6 37 


51.4 


72 


100.0 



= 9.306 d.f. = 2 Significant at .01 level 
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TABLE 63. --Association betiveen the age of the commissioners from rural 
counties and their perception of the agricultural subject "lavmy plants , 

and trees in the yard*' 



•Perception of Relative Importance 





Neutral 
And Less 


■ Important And 
Very Important 




Total 




Age 


N 


% 


N 


% 


N 




7, 


45 years and under 


12 


54.5 


10 


45.5 


22 


100. 


0 


Over 45 years 


13 


26.0 


37 


74.0 


50 


100. 


0 


Total 


25 


34.7 


47 


65.3 


72 


100. 


0 



X = 4-305 d.f. = 1 Significant at .05 level 



TABLE 64.--Associatior betvjeen the age of the commissioners from rural 
counties and their perception of the agricultural subject "management 

of timberlands" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

' Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 
Age N % N % N % 



45 years and under 


19 


86.4 


3 


13. 


6 


22 


100. 


,0 


Over 45 years 


29 


58.0 


21 


42. 


0 


50 


100. 


.0 


Total 


48 


66.7 


24 


33. 


3 


72 


100, 


,0 



= 4.328 d.f. = 1 Significant at .05 level 
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TABLE 65 . --Association between the residential background of the comruis- 
sioners from rural counties and their perception of the agricultural 
subject ''la^c-ms, plants, and trees in the yard'' 



Perception of Relative Importance 



Neutral Important And 

Residential And Less Very Imporcant Total 

Background N % N % N X 



Farm and rural non-farm 


25 


39.7 


38 


60.3 


63 


100 


.0 


To^rn 


0 


00.0 


9 


100.0 


9 


100 


.0 


Total 


25 


34.7 


47 


65.3 


72 


100 


.0 



X = 3:860 d.f. = 1 Significant at .05 level 



TABLE 66 . --Association between the residential background on the commis- 
sioners from rural counties and their perception of the agricultural 
subject "proper use and conservation of natural resources" 







Perception of 


Relative 


Importance 


Residential 


Les:-i Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 


Total 


Background 


N 


% 


N 


% 


N % 


Farm and rural non-farm 


30 


47. b 


33 


52.4 


63 100.0 


To^m 


0 


00.0 


9 


100.0 


9 100.0 


Total 


30 


4ip7 


42 


58.3 


72 100.0 



X"^ = 5.518 d.f. = 1 Significant at .02 level 
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TABLE 67. --Association between the familiarity of the commissioners 
from urban counties with the Copperative Extension Service and their 
perception of the agricultural subject "production of agricultural 

products" 



Familiarity With 
Cooperative 
Extension Service 




Perception of 


Relative 


Importance 


Less Hian 
Very Important 


Very Important 




Total 


N 


% 


N 


7o 


N 




Not very familiar 


15 


75.0 


5 


25.0 


20 


100.0 


Familiar 


16 


40.0 


24 


60.0 


40 


100.0 


Very familiar 


5 


27.8 


13 


72.2 


18 


100.0 


Total 


36 


46 . 2 


42 


53.8 


78 


100.0 



= 9,752 d.f. = 2 Significant at .01 level 



TABLE 68 . --Association betv/een the main occupation of the commissioners 
from rural and urban counties and their perception of the agricultural 
subject ''production of agricultural products** 



Perception of Relative Importance 





Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 




Total 




Main Occupation 


N 


% 


N 


% 


N 




7o 


Businessman, non- 
agricultural 


23 


44.2 


29 


55.8 


52 


100 


.0 


Farmer, businessman 
agricultural related 


12 


21.8 


43 


78,2 


55 


100 


.0 


Professional and other 


17 


39.5 


26 


60.5 


43 


100 


.0 


Total 


52 


34.7 


98 


65.3 


150 


100 


.0 



X = 6.559 d.f. =2 Significant at .05 level 
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TABLE 72 . --Association betocen iihe level of education of the coiimiission- 
ers from urban counties and their perception of the agricultural subject 

"marketing of agricultural products" 







Perception of 


Relative 


Importance 


Level of 


Less Than 
Very Important Very 


Important 




Total 


Education 


N 


% N 




N 


t 


High school or less 


3 


17.6 14 


82.4 


17 


100.0 


College 


30 


49.2 31 


- 50.8 


61 


100.0 


Total 


33 


42.3 45 


57.7 


78 


100.0 



X = 4.201 d.f. = 1 Significant at e05 level 



TABLE 73. — Association between the economic value of agriculture to the 
county as perceived by the commissioners from urban counties and their 
perception of the agricultural subject "proper use and conservation of 

natural resources" 







Percept 


ion of 


Relative 


Importance 


Economic Value 
of Agriculture 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 


Total 


to County 


N 


% 


N 


1 ■ 


•N^ % 


Of little importance 
to important 


11 


35.5 


20 


64.5 


31 100.0 


Very important 


■ 4 


8.5 


43 


■ 91.5 


47 lOC.O . 


Total 


15 


19.2 


63 


80.8 


78 100.0 


= 7.099 d.f. 


= 1 


Significant at 


.01 level 
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TABLE 84» --Association between the main occupation of the coiraniSvSioners 
from rural and urban counties and their perception of the agricultural 
subject "marketing of agrir:ultural products" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Main Occupation N - % N % N % 



Businessman, non- 
agricultural 


24 


46.2 


28 


53.8 


52 


100.0 


Farmer, businessman 
agricultural related 


13 


23.6 


42 


76.4 


55 


100.0 


Pr-of essional and other 


16 


37.2 


27 


62.8 


43 


100.0 


Total 


53 


.35.3 


97 


64.7 


150 


100.0 



X = 6.024 d.f. = 2 Significant at ,05 level 



TABLE 85 . --Association between the main occupation of the commissioners 
from rural and urban counties and their perception of the agricultural 
subject '^proper use and conservation of natural resources" 

i 

Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Main Occupation N . % N % N % 



Businessman, non- 
agricultural 


10 


19.2 


42 


80.8 


52 


100.0 


Famer, businessman 
agricultural related 


26 


47.3 


29 


52.7 


55 


100.0 


Professional and other 


9 


20.9 


34 


79.1 


43 


100.0 


Total 


45 


30.0 


105 


70.0 


150 


100.0 


= 12.370 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant 


at 


.01 level 







222 



U 

>» = 
4J 

> 

•H ^ 

CD 

O CO 
CD !-H 

Pi «H 
^? ^ 

O W) 

o cd 

4J 4J 

O - <4-l 
4J O 



U 

o 



o 

4J 

Cu = 
to CU Q) 

u cd 
o <u cd 

cd ^ 
> Cd 



CO 

CO to 

o 
o 



j:: cd 

U 

12: j:^ 
^ cd 



Cd 



cd B 

•H O 

O ^ 

O M-l 
CO 

CO CO 

< H 



a 
o 

CO CO 



pq 



CO 



O 
O 



4J 

Cd 
I— I 
o 

O 

o 

•H 

4J 

Q) 
O 
U 
Q) 



Cd 

4J 
O 

H 



cd s 

4J 

O 

P- 

a 
> 



4J 
O 

PL 
I— 



I— 1 


CO 


cd 


CO 




Q) 




















< 



cd 4J 



o 
o 



4J 



O 

H p; 

to O 
u < ^ 
o 

O 4J 



O 
O 



cu 
o 

4J 
U 
O 

cd 

4J O 
4J PU 



O 

o 



O 
O 



o 
in 







CO 








O 




in 


CM 


in 




o 


00 


oo 




in 








CO 


* 


* 








in 


vO 


CO 


<r 


CO 


in 


00 


CO 


CO 










• 




• 


CM 




OS 



00 







CO 












<i' 












00 


U , 




«— 1 


O ' 










II 




O 


CM 






X 







^ o 

O 4J 



U 
Q) 
> 



223 









>5 
0^ 






0 






1 




































§ 


















o 




CO 






rH 












P 

O 


























































CnI 


to 


CO 












LP) 


















• 










O 






































QJ 


















CJ 


































«— ' d 


CO 


CO 


>5 






0^ 


CO 




03 CO 


4J 


4J 














U P 


U 


U 




CSJ 






U' , 




g ^ 


Q 






CO 












p. 
















w 




w 
































o pi ■ 




















QJ 








CO 


00 


00 




t4_l (/3 


I> 






CO 


I— 1 


vO 






.s 


QJ 
















-p 


»> 
















CO 


















1— J 


















G) 
















O ciJ 


















«r-| t4-( 






0^ 


o\ 


(3^ 


' 00 


CO 




W II 




■ j:^ 














W 


o 


CO 






0 


J-O 










■P 






CO 


UO 


"si 




S O 


Pi 
















E QJ 


o 


o 














O 




p 














O rQ 


■p 


p 
















p- 


. l5 






r — 


<1* 


00 




QJ W 


QJ 




CSI 


, — 1 


CNl 








CJ 
















■p 1— i 


S-i 














1 




QJ 














QJ 


q_l }^ 
















I> 


o p 
















s 


















,—1 












, — 1 


CO 






o p 




1— 1 CO 






• 




« 


CM 












G^ ' 


CM 


G^ 












I— 1 










CU }-l 




■P ^ 














bO 
















■P 


P cU 




CD 












CO 






J3 Pi 














CJ G). 








00 


uo 


x-K 




•P 


O rCj 
















pi 


















CO 


















CJ 




















ciJ O 


















6 
















•1-4 


















Pi 


QJ O 
















60 


















•nl 


■P -P ■ 










i 








Pi 










CO 


























(J) CJ 








,—1 










QJ }-l 








CO 


4J 








& QJ 


















■P Pi 










;3 








Q) 








4J 


CJ 






II 










i 


*r{ 
















13 










P! QJ 








CJ 


t>0 


\A 






o ja 








•rl 


CO 


QJ 






•p4 .-p 








U 




JCJ 






■p 








W) 




■P 






CO 








CO 




0 






•rH Pi 








1 


E 








O cU 








P 


CO 






o 






Pi 


0 


CO 






00 


w w 






0 


Pi 


QJ 






CM 


W QJ 






•rl 




Pi 














4J 










* 


1 -p 






CO 


Pi" 


CO 


CO 




CM 


1 






Pi 


CO 




Pi 






• 












0 












a 


CO . 




•r4 


CO 


II 


C30 






a 


CO 




CO 


•P 










0 


QJ 


U QJ 


CO 


0 


CM 










Pi 


QJ +J 


QJ 


H 


X! 








Pi 




E CO 


m 




AB 








CO 


H «-« 


0 










CO 




CO QJ 


u 






H 








pq 


P4 J-l 









224 



I 

c . 

o 
o 

cd 

rQ 

S 

Co QJ 

?5 to 



u 

u 

s 
o 
u 

CO 



CO 
CO 

CO 
3 



•r-f e 

CO R 

CO 



o 
o 



CD 










3 




,C0 


o 






Cd 




Jh 


o 




•H 


+J 


■M 




Cd 




o 


a 




•H 




?^ 




60 




Cd 




O 












Q) 




> 




Q) 


O 












o 




•H 




+J 








(U 


<u 


a 


(D 


u 


15 




■M 




CJ 




,n 






•H 

CU 


o 




•H 


4J 


4J 




CO 


Ti 


•H 




O 


Cd 


O 




CO 


to 


CO 


G) 


< 


H 


1 




1 




• 




00 





CO 



o 
a 

■ s 

H 

.5 

Cd 

o 
o 

u 

■CD 



O 



CxJ 

u 
o 
a 

e 



O 



^2 



Cd to 

U Q) 



o 



o 
o 



00 



O 
O 



00 



o 
o 



o 





\o 


CO 








in 


vo 


in 


in 


CO 




00 


o 


00 


CO 


CO 







o 


CO 








a\ 


• o 


in 


cn 


m 


■<^ 






00 


CM 







« 



00 





CO 




CO 


o 


0) 




rH 


+J 








o 


o 


:i 




x> 




w 


O 




o 






o 


a 




CO 










> 


60 




•H 







to 
<!; 

t-H 
O 

o 



o 



m 
o 



^d 



a 

Cd 
a 

•H 
•H 

a 

00 
•H 

CO 



II 



uo 

ft 



X 



225 



1 








§ 








o 




PI 










d 


u 


o 




•H 




4J 




CO 




CO 


(U 






l-^ 




CO 






o 








CO 




rH 






o 


rH 




ca 




}^ 




^5 


CO 


4J 






(U 


::J 


d 


o 


o 




•H 




CO 


to 


CO 




•rl 






4J 


O 


O 


O 


QJ 




•n 








::J 




CO 




r-l 


O 


CO 




u 


a 




o 


4J 


•H 




4J 




CO 


o 




•H 


ti 


J-r 


O 




o 


CO 


o 






QJ 


d 








CO 




E 4-1 




o 


<y 






g 











d 



5: 
4J 



d 

CO -P 
CO CO 



1^ 

t 

CO 



o 
d 

CO 
4J 
J-l 
O 

H 

O 

.5 

4J 
CO 

rH 
OJ 

o 

d 
o 

•H 

4J 
P- 
QJ 
O 
J-J 
OJ 
Ph 



O 
H 



4J 

d 

CO S 
4J 
U . 
O 

> 



CO 
4J 
U 
O 
PA 





rH 




CO 




U 




4J 




















d 


d 


CO 




4J 


4J O 




U ^ 


O 


O 


a 




















u 








> 



J 
is; 



d 
o 

+J 

CO 

:3 
o 
o 
o 

d 



o 


O 


o. 


O 










d 


O 


o 


O 


o 


O 


o 


O 




tH 








in 


CO 


o 


in 


in 




in 










o 




<N 


CO 




* 








CO 


<f 




CM 


<^ 


•<i- 


CO 


CO 


<i- 


a\ 


vO 


rH 


CM 




in 


CM 


CM 




CO 








' * 


<f 


CO 








CO 


CM 


CO 


cn . 


i-i 


CM 


VO 


CM 


CM 


rH 


in 


m 


m 


CM 






* 


* 






in 


CO 








CM 

1 






CO 


o 


CM 








CM 


m 








• 


• 


• 


• 


CO 


CM 




o 








1-1 






CM 


VO 








r-l 






, 






d QJ 








CO 4J 








B ^ 








CO rH 








CO QJ 








QJ U 


§ - 






d 














CO 


CO CO 


CO 




M 




d 




:3 




o 


rH 




■M ■ 


•H 


CO 






CO 


4J 


:3 




CO 


O 


o 


QJ a 


QJ 


H 


•H 




iw a 




J-J 




O 




bO 


CO bO 


M 4J 




CO 


P4 


Ph O 





226 















0 


0 


0 


to z 
















• 














d 


d 


0 


u u 












0 


0 


0 








CO 






rH 


rH 


rH 








4J 


















0 


















H 












to ^ 


















4J 


















rH 












00 




tn 


rrt t~* 

to R 






















































^1 CO 
























4J 


















PJ 












O ^1 






to 






tn 


<^ 




U -M 
















• 


m ■ 






u 








rH 


00 








0 








cn 


rH 


CO Ch 


cu 




O- 












to 


0 




B 














a 




H 














to 
















O CO 












vO 


CM 


00 


•H +J 














CM 


CM 


CO (h 


0 




CU 












CO to 


a 




> 


■ 










•H i-H 


B 
















i ^ 


M 
















o ^ 


CU 














. T 


O CO 


> 










tn 


CM 


CO 




•H 




PJ 








• 


• 




+J 




to 












^ to 


to 




+J 






to 


tn 


tn 


+J rH 


^-^ 




u 














cu 




0 














P^J 




0 












O +J 






i" 












O - 






H 






vO 


0 


0. 




0 










<^ 


<^ 


.00 






















PJ 
















O 3 


0 
















CO 


•H 


















-M 


















p. 
















o to 


CU 










tn 


0 


0 


to u 
















• 




U 




to 








d 






CJ 




u 






rH 


rH 


rH 




PU 




-M 












to 3 


















•H O 






CJ 


















IZi 












a 












<^ 




rH 














rH 




CM. 


to 


















•H 


















CO Q) 




































U -M 






4-J 


















PJ 
















PJ 


to 


0^ 






<^ 


o- 


^ o 




to 4J 


+J 












+j 




+J 0 










rH . 


d 


a 




u iz; 


0 






rH 




rH 


a o 




0 


a 
















a. 'x) 


B 












(U -M 




B p: 


ft 
















•H <3 














+J CU 




jS 


>^ 






<^ 


rH 


in 


CU o 






U 






rH • 




rH 


riS U 






0 












cu 






> 












a p. 


















o 


















•H J-1 




































to CU 


















•H 4:: 




































0 


















CO 










rH 








CO 1:3 










to 








<5 to I 
























rH 












1 CO 






to 


ra 










• cu 






•H 


PI 








rH 








•M 






n 




to 


ON 4J 






PJ 


8 








•M 








0 






to 




0 


a 8 












MH 




H 








•H 






1 












CO 






P3 . 


1 














to 


0 


















PJ 


H 





227 











o 




o 




a 




CO 














"co 








o 








■P 












Q) 


j-i 


!-i 






j-i 


J-I 




O 


e ^ 


o 




u 










i-H 


CO 














■P 


o 








CO 


o 


CO 


•H 


«H 


!-i 




tJO 









p 




o 






■P 








U-l 




o 


CO 




I-H 


o 




'H 


M 


P 




CTJ 


P 


O 


r-i 








O 


(D 






U 


U-l 




O 




i-H 








> 


P 








UH 




o 










■p 


o 




•H 




P 








(U 


^ 


o 


■P 




Q) 


cu 




a. 




J-I 


o 














■P 






O 




O 




CO 




to 






CO 




Q) 




•H 


• 


■P 


i-H 




G\ 




pa 













O 
P 

u 
o 

H 



o 
o 

•H 

■P 



O 



O 
P- 

H 

U 
> 



!2: 



p 
J-I 
o 

p- 



c\J 4J P 
P O J-I 

M o 

. Q) 
> 



is; 



o 



13 
o 

•H 

O 



Q) 



o 


■ o 


o 




« 


• 


• 




o 


- o 


o 




o 


o 


o 




I-H 


I-H 


I-H 




00 


CM 


o 






CO 


in 








I-H 




VD 


in 
















o 








CO 






I-H 


. in 






CO 




in 








7 






CM 


on 












I-H 








<r 


cn 


n 




CO 


CO 


vo 




csi 




in 










I-H 








CD 








• > 
















I-H 










• 






, — ) 








o 






, 1 — I 










p 










CM 


o 


CM 






CM 


CM 


















o 








«H 








i« 


















CO 


. . 


to 










O 


o 


O. , 




I-H 


I-H- 
















* 
























I-H 


tl 



w 






to 






Q) 






I-H 






J-I 






o 






r-J 






O 






O 




I-H 








o 


Q) 


4J 


CO 


t)0 


O 




Q) 




XI 


«H 




{50 


r-H 




•H 


o 






O 





C7\ 
00 



CM 



, 228 

TABLE 92. — Association between the level oE education of the conmiission.- 
ers from rural and urban counties and their perception of the agricul- 
tural subject "proper use and conservation of natural resources" 



Perception of Relative Imf^ortance 



. ■ ( 

Level of. 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 




Total 


Education 


N 


• % 


N 




N 


% 


High school or less 


27 


39.7. 


■ 41 


60.3 


68 


100.0 


College 


. .18. 


21.9 


64 


78.1 


82 


100.0 . 


Total 


45 


30.0 ■ 


105 


70.0 


150 


100.0 


= 4.767 d.f . 


= 1 


Significant 


.at .05 


level. 







TABLE 9S. --Association between the residential background of the conimis- 
sioners from- rural and urban counties and their perception of the agri- 
cultural subject "proper use and conservation of natural resources V. • 



Perception of Relative Importance 



Residential 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 




Total 


Background 


N 




N 


% 


N 


: ■ 7o _ 


Farm and rural non- farm 


33 


41 ; 3 


47 


58.7 


■ 80 


100. 0 


Tpxm 


12 


17.1 


58 


.82.9 


70 


lOO.O 


Total 


45 . 


30.0 


105 


70.0 


. 150 


100.0 


= 9.216 d.f. = 


1 Si 


gnif icant 


at .01 


level 


i 
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TABLE 94. --Association between the main occupation of the ccinmiss ionGi s 
from rural counties and their perception of the home economics subject 

"leadership development" 



Perception of. Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Hain Occupation N % N % N % 



Businessman, non- 
agricultural 


il 


78.6 


3 


21.4 


14 


100.0 


Farmer, businessman 
agricultural related 


28 


63.6 


16 


36.4 


44 


100.0 


Professional and other 


4 


28.6 


10 


71.4 


14 


100.0 


Total 


43 


59.7 


29 


40.3 


72 


100.0 


= 7.996 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant 


at .02 


level 







TABLE 95. --Association between the residential background of the commis- 
sioners from rural counties and their perception of the home economics 

subject "job preparation" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Residential Very Important Very Important Total 

Background N % N % N % 



Farm and ru;-al non-farm 


- 37 


58,7 


26 


41.3 


63 


100.0 


Town 


1 


11. 1 


8 


88.9 


9 


100.0 


Total 


38 


52.8 


34 


47.2 


72 


100.0 



YT = 5.382 d.f. = 1 Significant at .05 level 
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TABLE 109, — AssociatioTi between the Qcoiiomic Vcilue of agriculture to the 
county as perceived by the cominissioners from urban counties and their 
perception of the 4-H (youth v;ork) subject "understanding and improvi-ng 

the' environment" 





Perception of 


Rg lat ive 


Importance 


1 

Econoinic Value 
of Agriculture 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very 


Important 


Total 


to County 


N ■ 7= 


N 


% 


N % 


Of little importance 
to important 


20 64.5 


11 


35.5 


31 100.0 


Very important 


14 29.8 


33. 


70.2 


47 100.0 


. Total 


34 43.6 - 


44 


56.4 


78 100.0 


= 7.804 d,f. 


= 1 Significarst 


: at 


.01 level 





TABLE 110 , --Association between the economic value of agriculture to the 
county as perceived by the commissioners from urban counties and .their 
perception' of the 4-H (youth v;ork) subject ^'understanding public issues" 





Perception of 


Relative 


Importance . 


Economic Value 
of Agriculture 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 


■ Total 


to County 


N % 


N. : 


: • 1 


N 7o 


Of little importance 
to impovtant 


21 67.7 


10 


32.3 


31 100\0 


Very important 


18 38.3 


29 


61.7 


47 100.0 


Totai 


39 50.0 


39 


50.0 


78 100.0 


= 5.353 • d.f. 


= 1 Significant 




.05 level 
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TABLE 120. — Association between the level of education of the coniniis- 
sioners from rural counties and their x->^i^ception of the agricultural 

group ^^part-time farmers" 



Perce'ption of Relative Importance 



. , J 

Level of 




Neutral 
■ And Less 


Important 
■ And 
Very Important 




Total 




Education 




N. 




N 




N 




% 


High school or 


les^s 


14 


27.5 


37 


72.5 


51 


100, 


.0 


College 




12 


57.1 


9 


42.9 


21 


■ 100, 


.0 


Total 




26 


36.1 


46 


63.9. 


72 


100 


.0 


= 4.470 


d.f. = 


= 1 


Significant 


at . 


05 leve.l 









•TABIK l?.l .--Association between the economic value of agriculture to the 
county as perceived by the commissioners from rural counties and their 
perceptio:: of the agricultural group "migrant farm laborers" 



ERLC 



Economic Value 



Perception of Relative Importance 



Neutral- 



Important 
And 



of Agriculture 


And Less 


Very Important 




Total 


to County 


N 




N 


% 


N 


"I- 


O'f little importance 
to important 


8 


r44-.4 


10 


55.6 


18 


100.0 


Very important 


4b 


74.1 


14 


25.9 


54 


100.0 


Total • 


48 


. 66.7 


24 


33.3 


72 


100.0 


= 4.083 d.f. 


= 1 


Significant at. 05 


level 
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TABLE 127. — As s oc i at ion bo Lv-^nen the invo Ivemen t of. c omats s iouor s . L'r oni 
urban counties in Cooperative F ension Service programs and/or .activi- 
ties and their perception of tho agricultural group "agricultural co5^i- 

modity or^^anizations" 



Perception of Relative Importance: 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Involvement N % N % N % 



None 


20 


86.9 


3 


13.1 


23 


100 


.0 


Some 


29 


85.3 


5 


14.7 


34 


100 


.0 


A lot 


11 


52.4 


10 


47.6 , 


21 


100 


.0 


Total 


60 


76.9 


18 


23.1 


7? 


100 


.0 



X = 9.772 d.f. = 2 Significant at .01 level 



ERIC 



TABLE 128 . --Association between the familiarity of the coimmissioners 
f com urban counties with the Cooperative Extens5.on Service and their 



perception 



of the agricultural group "small subsistence farmers*' 



Perception of Relative Importance 



Familiarity With 
Cooperative 


Less Than 
Very Important 


Very Important 


Total 




Extens ion Service 


N 




N 


% 


N 




% 


Not very familiar 


8 


40.0 


12 


60.0 


, 20 


100 


.0 


Familiar 


■31 


77.5 


9 


22.5 


40 


100 


.0 


Very familiar 


10 


55.6 


8 


44.4 


18 


100 


.0 


Total 


49 


62.8 


29 


37.2 


78 


100 


.0 


X^- = 0.557 d.f. 


- 2 


Significant at .02 


level 
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TABLE ].61.. --Association between the involvement of commissioners from 
urban counties ixa Cooperative Extension -Service programs and/or activi- 
ties and their perception of the 4-H (youth work) group: "farm youth" 



■Perception of Relative Importance 



Less Than ^ 

. Very Important Very Important \ Total 

Involvement N % N % N % 



None 


13 56.5 10 43.5 


23 100.0 


S bme : * 


'2^ 73.5. ' ^ 9 ' 26.5 


34 100,0 


A lot 


8 ■ 38,1 13 61.9 


21 100,0 , 


. Total 


46 59,0 32 41.0 


78 100,0 


= 6.818 


d.f . = 2 Significant at ,05 level 




TABLE 162. --Association betv7een the involvement of commissioners froiTL 
urban counties in Cooperative Extension Service programs and/or activi- 
ties and their perception of the 4-11 (youth work) group "all youth be- 
tween 9 and 19 years of age" 




Perception of Relative 


Importance 




Less Tlian 
Very Important Very Important 


' , Total 


Involvement 


N % N % 


N 7o 


None 


18 78.3 5 21.7 


23 100*0 


Some 


19 55.9 15 44.1 


34 100.0 


A lot 


8 38.1 13 61«9 


21 100.0 


Total 


45 57,7 33 42,3 


78" 100,0 ■ 



= 7.336 ' d.f. - 2 Significant at .05 level 
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TABLE 166. --Associ.ation between the iiwolvcment oE . commissioners from 
urban counties in Cooperative Extension Service programs and/or activi- 
ties and their perception of the 4-H (youth work) group ''all youth be- 
tween"'? and 19 years of. age'' 







Perception of 


Relative 


J ■ 

Importance 




Less IXian 
Very Important 


Very Important 




Total 


Involvement 


N 


7o 


N 


% 


N 




None 


19 


82.6 


■ 4 


17.4 


23 


100.0 


Some 


21 


61.8. 


13 


38.2 


34 


100.0 


A lot 


9 


42.9 


12 


57. l' 


21 


100.0 


Total 


49 


62.8 


29 


37.2 


78 


100.0 


= 7.455 


d.f. = 2 


Significant 


at , 


.05 level 







TABLE 167. --Association between the familiarity of the commissioners 
from urban counties with the Cooperative Extension Service and their 
perception of the 4-H (youth work) group ''small tomi and village youth'* 







Percept 


ion of 


Relative Imp* 


ortance 








Important 






Familiarity With 


Neutral ■ 




And 






Cooperative 


And Less 


Very Important 




Total 


Extension Service 


■ N 


7o 


N 


7o 


N 




Not very familiar 


9 


45.0 


11 


55.0 


20 


100.0 


Familiar 


•' 7 


17.5 


33 


82.5 


40 


100.0 


Very familiar 


3 


16.7 


15 


83.3 


18 


100.0 


Total 


19 


24.4 


. 59 


75.6 


78 


100.0 


x2 = 6.224 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant at 


.05 level 







ERIC 



297 



O 

4J 
U 
O 
PL 

•5 



0) 

m 
o 

o 

4J 

fX 
0) 
O 
J-) 
0) 



4J 

U 

o 









• 

O 


O 














d 


d 


o 


O 




o 


. o 


o 


o 








rH 








m 


CO 


O 


m 


, in 




m 














i-H 


. o 










• 








CO 


o 


<f 


CM 








CO 


CO 






(N 


in 


C3^ 


■ f-^ 


CM 







tH CO 
C\S CO 



o 

cu 

o 
o 
o 

•S 



in 
in 



CM 



CM 


in 


o 




• 




CO 


.CO 


vD 


in 


m 


m 


CM 


CO 


<i- 


CO 


CM 


00 





CO 




CO 














r-i 




CM 








1-1 ■ 




m 

























rH 










C« 








U 




















4J 








n 


»-l 






<}* 












4J 


O 






II 




•H 
















O 


to 


U 




CW 


•H 


c\3 


(U 






H 




















c\S 
1 




• o 






n 


■ CO 








o 


CO 






CM 


n 


<D 






in 
<n 






rH 




• 




CO 






T-H 




;3 






. t-H 






o 


rH 




CO 




•H 


CTJ 


K 


CO 




CO 


4J 




Jh G 


CO 


O 


CM 




Q) JU 


Q) 


H 


X 


•H 


£ C3 


4H 




CO 


J-1 rH 


O 






;3 


C\S G 










P4 JH 









298 



a 

u 
o 

f 

m 
o 

a 
o 

4J 

P4 

QJ 
O 



o 



+j 
u 
o 

PL 

U ! 
> 



a 
o 



4J O 
U ^ 

o 



o 
CM 



W G 

a) ^ 



3 ■ 
o 
u 
to 



o 


O 


o 




• 


• 


• 




o 


o 


o 




o 


o 


o 




l-l 








o 


Q 


o 




00 




uo 








^-^ 






■ 


O 




• 


« 


• 












Cvj 








^-^ 


m 


VO 






1—1 


00 








00 






• 


• 














liO 


LO 




00 


VO 


C7N 




140 


CO 


00 


























> 








CD 








^-^ 




VO 












CM 


00 


CO 


o 


O 




^-^ 




• 


















00 


00 


vO 






^-^ 


^-^ 


a 
















o 








•H 








tw 








•H 








a 




VO 


o 


60 


• 






«H 


CO 


00 


VO 


CO 








00 


CO 


VO 







^^ 
5-1 

c3 O 



O 
H 



O 



•299 







§ 








o 






TO 




0) 




•H 




rH 


u 


•H 














a 










15 




o 


03 


o 




Pi 



O 

a 

03 

o 
a 

> 

4J 
Oj 
i-l 
QJ 



■ o 

4-) 

o 



O 



■ CD 



4J 

a 

O 

p. 



IS 



13 



5d 



CO 
CO 
0) 



o 

•H 

;3 
o 
o 
o 

a 

iS 

)23 



o . 


o 


o 


o 










o 


o 






o 


o 


o 


o 


T-l 


T-l 




T-l 




in 


CO 


o 


in 


in 


<f 


tn 








rH 


CO 


{ 






• 










o> 


in 


<i-* 






CM 


CM 




VD 


T-l • 


vO 




rH 


T-l 


CO 












CO 


CM 


CO 


• 










s« 


T-l 




in 




in 


m 


o 




CM 




CO 


CO 


CM 


CO 


o 




CM 






* 




• 


in 


CO 


CO 




CM 




CM 


T-l 


cn 


CM 


o 


Ln 






T-l 


CM 



;3 



:3 
o 

too 

h 
o 



CO 

to 

a 

•H 

CO 



1-! 






03 


















4-> 












:i 






o 






•H 
















U 


03 




ne 


a 










o 








CO 






CO 




a 


Q) 




03 


a 










T-l 


CO 






d 




a 






O 
•rl 




XI 


to 




Q) 


to 




U 


<D 










r-l 


O 


03 


QJ 






^4 





O 



CTi 

in 



CM 



X. 



300 



\ 



- 




















CO CD 








CO 










4J 


V-l i-H ' 








O 










H 
































CO 






























CO O 


















4J 










F3 










4J 


B <i> 








U 


0 T-i 








O 


U t3 








a 




o 

F3 






R 


w B 


CO 








V-i 


4J 








CD B 


U 








FJ O 


O 






(L) 


0 u 








> 


•H 4-1 










W 


M 








to J2 












0) 










> 








s o 








S 


0 >t 


-U 






CO 


o z 


CO 
i-H 






4J 


G) 


0) 






O 










P- 


4J O 












4-1 






M 




O 








0 












F3 








F3 


O 








O M 


'H 








•H O 


4J 








4J 15 










CO 


Q) 








O J2 


O 






i-H 


3 +J 








CO 




Q) 






U 


G) O 


P-t 






4J 










r3 


14-1 W 








(U 


0 




















iH 1 




















> 






























•P 


















F3 


4-1 








CO 


4J o 




CO 


4J 


4J 






4J 


O 


U 






U 




o 


0) O 




O 




& 






P. T? 


B 


^ 4J 




B 




H 


Q) Q) } 


















^ a 








U 


■ .u 










JU (U 








> 


0 P4 




















4J J : 










CO - H 




















o j:: 










0 4J 










to 










CO 




















T CO 











w 

§ 

O 
p 



4-1 
O 



P! 
O 

4J 
CO 

o 



o 


o 


o . 








* 




o 


o 


o 




o 












iH 




00 




o 






CO 


in 








iH 












• 




J* 








<r 






CNJ 


CM 








vO 








ro 




• 


. C^J 


Cm 






















LO 


in 






CN] 










CO . _ 


















(D 








♦> 








d) 








1 — 1 


"1 














^ [' 




00 


o 


O 
















4J 








CO 




in 




4J 
















CO 








O 








•H 








4-1 








•H 








PI 


in 


00 


o 


.W) 








•H 








CO 



CO 
CO 



o 



o 

O 

o 

CO 



00 



o 



CO 
4J 
O 

tri 



301 











CO Q) 




^ 'H 




U 
























■ (U 








CO O . 




J-l o 












B U 




O Q) 




U 


QJ 




O 




PJ 


03 


CO 


u B 


+J 


Q) O 


}^ 


a u 


0 


o ^ 


fX 




B 




R 








QJ 


B o 


> 






0 = 


4J 


o 


CO 




r-H 




QJ 


X o 












0 


o ^ 






■ ci 




o 


o o 


"rt 








a 


CO ^ 


QJ 


O 4J 


o 






x> o 














o |iJ 
1 




r-H <!• 




QJ 




> 0 




QJ rd 








QJ M-l 




^ O 








a 




PJ o 




QJ -H 




f\\ J 1 




p. 




+J QJ 




QJ O 




rQ U 




QJ 




HJ ex. 




0 




'H J-l 




4J 'H 




CO QJ 








O 4J 




O 












< CO 




1 U) 




• QJ 




CM 'H 





o 
o 



erJc 



CO 
4J 
O 



4J 

CO J 

u 

0 

a 
> 



4J 
CJ 
CO 
4J 

u 

0 
CM 
E 
H 



12; 



CO 

4J U 
4J O U 
U ^ 0 
O ^ 
ex. XI E 

0) 



12; 



CJ 

M^ O 
O 'H 
4J 

rrl <0 

<y o 

> 5 



o 




O 




• 




o 


o 


O 


o 


. o 


O 


r-t 




r-^ 


00 


CM - 


o 


vO 


CO. 


in 






r-l 




CM 


o 


• 


• 


• 


o 


CM 




(N 




rH 


<!• 


d> 


<1* 




r-l. 


CM. 




CiO 


O 


• 




• 


to 






to 


CO 




00 


T-l 






CO 






00 


O 


* ■ 


• 


• 




ON 






CM 


CM 








r-^ 


CM 


CO 






o 


• 






to 


o 






CM 


r~l 






r~l 




p-4 


CM 



CO 
QJ 



5-1 
O 

O 
O 

o 

to 

•H 



QJ 

QJ 

r-H 
O 



CO 

o 



QJ 

> 

QJ 



.4J 
• CO 

4J 

CJ 
CO 

o 

»H 
M-l 
•H 
CJ 
GO 
•H 

cn 



00 

II 

xj 



<^ 

CM 
CM 
• 

CM 



CM 

X 



302 



> 

■•H 



p. 
o 



a, j5 

O K 
O J 

o ^: 

O 



3 
■u 



O 4-» 
•p-t 



;3 
o 



U 

CO 

(U 



CX CO 

o 

O .H 

cu 



(U 

w cu 



G> O ^ 

cd 
U 



cu 



cu 



3 



U 



o 
J-* 



I 



u 

CO 
U 

o 

a. 

M 

> 
•H 



CU 

o 
o 

•H 

•M 

CU 
O 

^l 
cu 

P4 



C3 

o 



CO 
4J 
!^ 
O 

CM 



4J 

a 

^< 
o 

H-4 





CO 




CO 




QJ 




















< 



^3 



CU cu 

> rH 
3 



;3 



to o 



o 

o m o 

W O 4-: 



O 

o 



o 

CO 



c 
c 



00 

CM 



Csl 



CU 

o 
o 

cu 

cu 4J 

•-^ M 

4J O 



CO 



-4- 



in 



CO 



U-A o 
O +J 



4J 

O 
P. 



CU 



303 



TABLE 174. --Assoc! ition belix-jeexi the tenure of the coiranissioners from ur 
ban counties and their perception of the home economics subject "cloth- 
ing construction'* 





Pexxeption of Relative 


Importance 




Neutral 
And Less 


Important 
And 

Very Important 


Total 


Tenure 


N 7o 


N 7o 


N % 


Less than 4 years 
Between 4 and 8 years 
Over 8 years 
Total 


ZO 40.0 
10 47.6 
2 12.5 
32 41,0 


21 Jl.2 
11 52.4 
14 87.5 
46 59.0 


41 100.0 
21 100 0 
16 100.0 
78 100.0 


= 6.778 d.f. = 


= 2 Significant 


at .05 level 




TABLE 175. --Association 


between the familiarity of the 


commissioners 



from urban counties with the Cooperative Extension Service and their 
perception of the 4-H (youth work) group "all youth between 9 and 19 



years of age*^ 



Familiarity With 
Cooperative 
Extension Service 




Perception 


of 


Relative 


Importance 


Less Than 
Very Important Very 


Important 




Total 


N 


7= 


N 


% 


N 




Not very familiar 


16 


80.0 


4 


20.0 


20 


100.0 


Familiar 


22 


55.0 


18 


45.0 


40 


100.0 


Very familiar 


7 


38.9 


11 


61.1 


18 


100.0 


Total 


45 


57.7 


33 


42.3 


78 


100.0 



= 6.804 d.f. =: 2 Significant at .05 level 
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TABLE ].75» —Association between the familiarity of the commissionei-s 
. £i-om urban counties with the Cooperative Extension Service and their 
pei'ception of the home economics, group "urban, and city homemakers" 



Percept^ion of P^elative Importance 



Important 

Familiarity With Neutral And 

Cooperative And Less Very Important . TotaT 



Extension Service 


N 


7o 




% 


N 


% 


Not very familiar 


12 


60.0 


8 


40.0 


20 


100 . 0 


Familiar 


1-2 


30.0 


. 28 


70.0 


40 


10b. 0 


Very familiar 


10 


55.6 


8 


■ 44.4 


18 


100.0 


Total 


34 


43,6 


44 


56.4 


78 


100 .0 



. = 6.243 d.f. = 2 Significant at ,05 level 



TABLE 177* --Association between the tenure of the commissioners from ur- 
ban counties and their perception, of the home economics group "low In- 
come homemakers" 







Perception 


of 


Relative 


Importance 




Less Than 
Very Important Very Important 


Total 


Tenure 


N 


% 


N 


% 


N 7o 


Less than 4 years 


30 


73.2 


11 


26.8 


41 100.0 


Between. 4 and 8 years 


18 


85.7 


3 


14.3 


21 100.0 


Over 8 years , 


7 


43.8 


9 


56.2 


16 .100.0 


Total 


55 


70.5 


23 


29.5 


78 100.0 


= 7.985 d.f. 


= 2 


Significant 


at . 


,02 level 
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TABLE 178. — Association betx^7eeQ the main occupation of the commission- 
ers ft^om rural counties and their perception of f:he 4-H (youth work) 
subject "understanding economics and the Aiaerican business system" 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Less Than 

Very Important Very Important Total 

Main Occupation N % N ' % N % 



Businessman non- 



agricultural 


11 


78,6 


3 


21.4 


14 


100,0 


Farmer, businessman 
agricultural related 


27 


61.4 


17 


38.6 


44 


100.0 


Professional and other 


4 


28,6 


IC 


71.4 


14 


100.0 


Total 


42 


58.3 


30 


41.7 


72 


ICIQ.O 



X"^ == 7.627 d.f. = 2 Significant at .05 level 



TABLE 179. --Association between the economic value of agriculture to the 
coimty as perceived by the coiTunissioners from urban counties and their 
perception of the 4-H (youth work) subject "health education" 



FercfcDtion of Relative Importance 



Less Than 

Very Impox'tant Very Important Total 

N 7o N % N' 7o 



Of little importance 



to important 


19. 


61,3 


12 


38, 


.7 


31 


100, 


.0 


Very important 


16 


34.0 


31 


66, 


.0 


47 


100. 


.0 


Total 


35 


44.9 


43 


55. 


.1 


78 


100, 


.0 



= 4.559 d.f. = 1 Significant at ..05 level 
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TABLE 180, --Associalrion between fhc main occupation of the commission- 
er's from rural counties and their perception of the agricultural group 

^'part-time farmers" 



Perception of Pvelative Importance 



Important 
Neutral And 

And Less Very Important Total 



Main Occupation 


N 


7. 


N 


% 


N 




7, 


Businessman non- 
agricultural 


6 


42.9 


8 


57.1 


14 


100. 


0 


Farmer , bus ines sman 
agricultural related 


11 


25.0 


33 


75.0 


44 


100. 


0 


Professional and other 


9 


64.3 


5 


35.7 


14 


100. 


0 


Total 


26 


36.1 


46 


63.9 


72 


100. 


0 


= 7.448 d.f. = 


2 Significant ■ 


at , 


.05 level 








TABLE 181. — Association between the familiarity of the commissioners 
from urban counties with the Cooperative Extension Service and their 
perception of the agricultural group "agricultural commodity organiza- 
tions" 






Perception 


of 


Relative 


Importance 




Familiarity With 
Cooperative 


Less Tlian 
Very Important Very Important 




Total 




Extension S&r'/ice 


N 


7o 


N 


% 


N 




7o 


Not very famf^liar 


17 


85.0 


3 


15.0 


20 


100, 


0 


Familiar 


■34 


85.0 


6 


15.0 


40 


100. 


0 


Very familiar 


9 


50.0 


9 


50.0 


18 


100. 


0 


Total 


60 


76.9 


18 


23.1 


78 


100. 


0 



X = 9,555 d.f. =2 Significant at ,01 level 
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TABLE 182. --Association between the invoivement of commissioxiers rroni 
rural counties in Cooperative Extension Service programs and/or activi- 
ties and their perception of the home economics group '*upper income 

homeinakers'* 



Perception of Relative Importance 

Important 
Neutral And 

And Less Very Important Total • 

Involvement N % N % N % 



None 


5 


45.5 


6 


54.5 


11 


100. 


0 


Some 


16 


33.3 


32 


66.7 


48 


100. 


0 


A lot 


11 


84.6 


2 


15.4 


13 


100. 


0 


Total 


32 


44.4 


40 


55.6 


72 


100. 


0 



X"^ = 10.901 d.f, = 2 Significant at ,01 level 
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